State v. Ortiz Clerk\u27s Record v. 1 Dckt. 35278 by unknown
UIdaho Law
Digital Commons @ UIdaho Law
Idaho Supreme Court Records & Briefs
7-14-2008
State v. Ortiz Clerk's Record v. 1 Dckt. 35278
Follow this and additional works at: https://digitalcommons.law.uidaho.edu/
idaho_supreme_court_record_briefs
This Court Document is brought to you for free and open access by Digital Commons @ UIdaho Law. It has been accepted for inclusion in Idaho
Supreme Court Records & Briefs by an authorized administrator of Digital Commons @ UIdaho Law. For more information, please contact
annablaine@uidaho.edu.
Recommended Citation






STATE OF IDAHO 
STATE OF IDAHO 
PlaintiffLRes~ondent and 
vs. 
HIJWlEBTO PASQ:UINAL ORTIZ 
Defendant/Appellant 
ID AUGMENTATION IECOIDand . ' ' . ' . ~-, ,, : . .'. •\ ;· . 
Appealed from the District Court of the FIFTH 
Judicial District for the State of Idaho, in and 
for TW:tN ?.ALLS County 
Hon. illlUZ ,I S1l1IIBE:B 
District Judge 
MOLLY IRJSKEY 




,,_,. 1J- 1 ;r lf-"Y 
Filed this day of ,20 __ 
JIB I A ?1m Clerk 
By Deputy 
Entered Ofl ATS by:__:::·"'-
CAXTON PRINTERS, OALDW~Ll. lOAHO 1756!15 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TWIN FALLS 











SUPREME COURT NO. 35278 
DISTRICT COURT NO. CR 07-977 
HUNVERTO PASQUINAL ORTIZ, 
Defendant/ Appellant, 
CLERK'S RECORD ON APPEAL 
Appeal from the District Court of the Fifth Judicial District 
of the State of Idal10, in and for the County of Twin Falls 
HONORABLE RANDY J. STOKER 
District Judge 
MOLLY HUSKEY 
State Appellate Public Defender 
3647 Lake Harbor Lane 
Boise, Idaho 83703 
ATTORNEY FOR APPELLANT 
LAWRENCE WASDEN 
Attorney General 
Statehouse Mail Room 210 
P.O. Box 83720 
Boise, Idaho 83720-0010 
ATTORNEY FOR RESPONDENT 
Table of Contents 
Clerk's Record on Appeal ................................................................................................. 1 
Table of Contents ............................................................................................................ 2 
Index ............................................................................................................................ 6 
Register of Action, Printed June 2, 2008 .............................................................................. 10 
Criminal Complaint, Filed February 1, 2008 ......................................................................... 18 
Affidavit in Support of Complaint or Warrant for Arrest, Filed February 1, 2008 ............................ 20 
Notification of Rights - Felony, Filed February 1, 2008 .......................................................... 22 
Court Minutes, Dated February 1, 2008 ............................................................................... 23 
Order of Participation in Court Compliance as Condition of Release, 
Filed February 1, 2008 .................................................................................................... 24 
Twin Falls County Compliance Program Agreement in Lieu of Incarceration, 
Filed February 7, 2008 .................................................................................................... 25 
Court Minutes, Dated February 12, 2007 ............................................................................. 26 
Court Minutes, Dated February 23, 2007 ............................................................................. 27 
Order to Appear (Appointing Public Defender), Filed February 28, 2007 ...................................... 28 
Court Minutes, Dated March 9, 2007 .................................................................................. 29 
Court Minutes, Dated March 23, 2007 ................................................................................ 30 
Amended Criminal Complaint, Filed April 4, 2007 ................................................................. 31 
Court Minutes, Dated April 13, 2007 .................................................................................. 33 
Waiver of Time for Preliminary Hearing, Filed April 13, 2007 .................................................. 34 
C. ') J l,., 
Affidavit, Filed April 19, 2007 .......................................................................................... 35 
Motion to Revoke Bond and Issue Warrant, Filed April 20, 2007 ................................................ 38 
Order to Revoke Bond and Issue Warrant, DENIED, Filed April 23, 2007 .................................... 48 
Court Minutes, Dated April 27, 2007 .................................................................................. 50 
Notification of Rights - Felony, Filed April 27, 2007 .............................................................. 51 
Court Minutes, Dated April 27, 2007 .................................................................................. 52 
Order to Appear (Appointing Public Defender), Filed April 27, 2007 ........................................... 53 
Court Minutes, Dated May 18, 2007 ................................................................................... 54 
Order Holding Defendant to Answer to District Court, Filed May 18, 2007 ................................... 56 
Information for Felonies, Namely: Part I - Possession of a Controlled Substance; Part II Second 
Offense of Uniform Controlled Substance Act, Filed May 18, 2007 ............................................. 57 
Court Minutes, Dated June 4, 2007 .................................................................................... 61 
Motion for Bond Reduction, Filed June 14, 2007 .................................................................... 62 
Court Minutes, Dated June 18, 2007 ................................................................................... 64 
Scheduling Order, Filed June 21, 2007 ................................................................................ 65 
Ex-Parte Motion for Preliminary Hearing Transcript, Filed June 29, 2007 ..................................... 67 
Ex-Parte Order for Preliminary Hearing Transcript, Filed July 2, 2007 ........................................ 69 
Affidavit, Filed August 2, 2007 ......................................................................................... 71 
Order Revoking Bond and Ordering Bench Warrant, Filed August 6, 2007 .................................... 73 
Notification of Rights - Felony, Filed August 13, 2007 ............................................................ 76 
Court Minutes, Dated August 13, 2007 ................................................................................ 77 
Order to Appear (Appointing Public Defender), Filed August 13, 2007 ........................................ 78 
03 
Letter from Norma Sanchez-Ortiz, Filed August 21, 2007 ......................................................... 79 
Court Minutes, Dated August 27, 2007 ................................................................................ 80 
Motion for Bond Reduction, Filed August 27, 2007 ................................................................ 81 
Motion to Snppress, Filed August 27, 2007 ........................................................................... 83 
Letter from Veronica Mendiola, Filed August 27, 2007 ............................................................ 88 
Letter from Cristina Perez, Filed Angust 27, 2007 .................................................................. 89 
Motion for Bond Reduction, Filed September 25, 2007 ............................................................ 90 
Letter from Wendell City/Rural Fire Departments, Filed September 25, 2007 ................................ 92 
Court Minutes, Dated October 10, 2007 ............................................................................... 93 
Motion for Suppression, Filed December 31, 2007 ................................................................. 94 
Court Minutes, Dated January 14, 2008 .............................................................................. 120 
Plaintiff's Reqnested Jury Instructions, Filed January 23, 2008 .................................................. 121 
Proposed Jury Instructions, Filed January 28, 2008 ................................................................ 133 
Supplemental Proposed Jury Instruction, Filed January 29, 2008 ................................................ 143 
Preliminary Jury Instructions, Filed January 29, 2008 ............................................................. 146 
Final Jury Instructions, Filed January 30, 2008 .................................................................... 158 
Verdict, Filed January 30, 2008 ........................................................................................ 173 
Court Minutes, Dated January 30, 2008 .............................................................................. 174 
Notice of Sentencing Hearing and Order Regarding Preparation for Sentencing Hearing, 
Filed January 30, 2008 ................................................................................................... 177 
Motion for New Trial, Filed March 10, 2008 ....................................................................... 178 
Objection to Motion for New Trial, Filed March 12, 2008 ....................................................... 180 
04 
Twin Falls County Court Compliance Progress Report, Filed March 27, 2008 ............................... 183 
Order of Restitution, Filed March 31, 2008 ......................................................................... 185 
Court Minutes, Dated March 31, 2008 ............................................................................... 188 
Judgment of Conviction Upon a Plea of Guilty to One Felony Count, and Order of Retained Jurisdiction 
I.C. §19-2601(4), I.C.R. 33(b), and Order of Commitment, Filed April 3, 2008 ............................ 189 
Amended Judgment of Conviction Upon a Plea of Guilty to One Felony Count, and Order of 
Retained Jurisdiction, I.C. §19-2601(4), I.C.R. 33(b), and Order of Commitment, 
Filed April 3, 2008 ....................................................................................................... 194 
Notice of Appeal, Filed May 6, 2008 ................................................................................. 200 
Notice and Order Appointing State Appellate Public Defender in Direct Appeal, 
Filed May 8, 2008 ........................................................................................................ 203 
Clerk's Certificate ......................................................................................................... 206 
Certificate of Exhibits .................................................................................................... 207 
Certificate of Service ..................................................................................................... 208 
05 
Index 
Affidavit in Support of Complaint or Warrant for Arrest, Filed February 1, 2008 ............................ 20 
Affidavit, Filed April 19, 2007 .......................................................................................... 35 
Affidavit, Filed August 2, 2007 ......................................................................................... 71 
Amended Criminal Complaint, Filed April 4, 2007 ................................................................. 31 
Amended Judgment of Conviction Upon a Plea of Guilty to One Felony Count, and Order of 
Retained Jurisdiction, J.C. §19-2601(4), I.C.R. 33(b), and Order of Commitment, 
Filed April 3, 2008 ....................................................................................................... 194 
Certificate of Exhibits .................................................................................................... 207 
Certificate of Service ..................................................................................................... 208 
Clerk's Certificate ......................................................................................................... 206 
Clerk's Record on Appeal ................................................................................................. 1 
Court Minutes, Dated April 13, 2007 .................................................................................. 33 
Court Minutes, Dated April 27, 2007 .................................................................................. 50 
Court Minutes, Dated April 27, 2007 .................................................................................. 52 
Court Minutes, Dated August 13, 2007 ................................................................................ 77 
Court Minutes, Dated August 27, 2007 ................................................................................ 80 
Court Minutes, Dated February 1, 2008 ............................................................................... 23 
Court Minutes, Dated February 12, 2007 ............................................................................. 26 
Court Minutes, Dated February 23, 2007 ............................................................................. 27 
Court Minutes, Dated January 14, 2008 .............................................................................. 120 
06 
Court Minutes, Dated January 30, 2008 .............................................................................. 174 
Court Minutes, Dated June 18, 2007 ................................................................................... 64 
Court Minutes, Dated June 4, 2007 .................................................................................... 61 
Court Minutes, Dated March 23, 2007 ................................................................................ 30 
Court Minutes, Dated March 31, 2008 ............................................................................... 188 
Court Minutes, Dated March 9, 2007 .................................................................................. 29 
Court Miuutes, Dated May 18, 2007 ................................................................................... 54 
Court Minutes, Dated October 10, 2007 ............................................................................... 93 
Criminal Complaint, Filed February 1, 2008 ......................................................................... 18 
Ex-Parte Motion for Preliminary Hearing Transcript, Filed June 29, 2007 ..................................... 67 
Ex-Parte Order for Preliminary Hearing Transcript, Filed July 2, 2007 ........................................ 69 
Final Jury Instructions, Filed January 30, 2008 .................................................................... 158 
Index ............................................................................................................................ 6 
Information for Felonies, Namely: Part I - Possession of a Controlled Substance; Part II Second 
Offense of Uniform Controlled Substance Act, Filed May 18, 2007 ............................................. 57 
Judgment of Conviction Upon a Plea of Guilty to One Felony Count, and Order of Retained Jurisdiction 
LC. §19-2601(4), I.C.R. 33(b), and Order of Commitment, Filed April 3, 2008 ............................ 189 
Letter from Cristina Perez, Filed August 27, 2007 .................................................................. 89 
Letter from Norma Sanchez-Ortiz, Filed August 21, 2007 ......................................................... 79 
Letter from Veronica Mendiola, Filed August 27, 2007 ............................................................ 88 
Letter from Wendell City/Rural Fire Departments, Filed September 25, 2007 ................................ 92 
Motion for Bond Reduction, Filed August 27, 2007 ................................................................ 81 
07 
Motion for Bond Rednction, Filed June 14, 2007 .................................................................... 62 
Motion for Bond Reduction, Filed September 25, 2007 ............................................................ 90 
Motion for New Trial, Filed March 10, 2008 ....................................................................... 178 
Motion for Suppression, Filed December 31, 2007 ................................................................. 94 
Motion to Revoke Bond and Issue Warrant, Filed April 20, 2007 ................................................ 38 
Motion to Suppress, Filed August 27, 2007 ........................................................................... 83 
Notice and Order Appointing State Appellate Public Defender in Direct Appeal, 
Filed May 8, 2008 ........................................................................................................ 203 
Notice of Appeal, Filed May 6, 2008 ................................................................................. 200 
Notice of Sentencing Hearing and Order Regarding Preparation for Sentencing Hearing, 
Filed January 30, 2008 ................................................................................................... 177 
Notification of Rights - Felony, Filed April 27, 2007 .............................................................. 51 
Notification of Rights - Felony, Filed August 13, 2007 ............................................................ 76 
Notification of Rights - Felony, Filed February 1, 2008 ........................................................... 22 
Objection to Motion for New Trial, Filed March 12, 2008 ....................................................... 180 
Order Holding Defendant to Answer to District Court, Filed May 18, 2007 ................................... 56 
Order of Participation in Court Compliance as Condition of Release, 
Filed February 1, 2008 .................................................................................................... 24 
Order of Restitution, Filed March 31, 2008 ......................................................................... 185 
Order Revoking Bond and Ordering Bench Warrant, Filed August 6, 2007 .................................... 73 
Order to Appear (Appointing Public Defender), Filed April 27, 2007 ........................................... 53 
Order to Appear (Appointing Public Defender), Filed August 13, 2007 ........................................ 78 
Order to Appear (Appointing Public Defender), Filed February 28, 2007 ...................................... 28 
08 
Order to Revoke Bond and Issue Warrant, DENIED, Filed April 23, 2007 .................................... 48 
Plaintiff's Requested Jury Instructions, Filed January 23, 2008 .................................................. 121 
Preliminary Jury Instructions, Filed January 29, 2008 ............................................................. 146 
Proposed Jury Instructions, Filed January 28, 2008 ................................................................ 133 
Register of Action, Printed June 2, 2008 .............................................................................. 10 
Scheduling Order, Filed June 21, 2007 ................................................................................ 65 
Supplemental Proposed Jury Instruction, Filed January 29, 2008 ................................................ 143 
Table of Contents ............................................................................................................ 2 
Twin Falls County Compliance Program Agreement in Lieu of Incarceration, 
Filed February 7, 2008 .................................................................................................... 25 
Twin Falls County Court Compliance Progress Report, Filed March 27, 2008 ............................... 183 
Verdict, Filed January 30, 2008 ........................................................................................ 173 
Waiver of Time for Preliminary Hearing, Filed April 13, 2007 .................................................. 34 
09 
1te: 6/21Lv08 Fifth Judicial District Court - Twin Falls County User: COOPE 
ne: 11:57 AM ROA Report 
,ge 1 of 8 Case: CR-2007-0000977 Current Judge: Randy J. Stoker 
Defendant: Ortiz, Hunverto Pasquinal 
,tale of Idaho vs. Hunverto Pasquinal Ortiz 
ite Code User Judge 
1/2007 NEWC DENTON New Case Filad Roger Harris 
PROS DENTON Prosecutor assigned Grant Loebs Roger Harris 
CRCO DENTON Criminal Complaint Roger Harris 
AFWT DENTON Affidavit In Support Of Complaint Or Warrant For Roger Harris 
Arrest 
TFJP DENTON Twin Falls County Jail Packett Roger Harris 
HRSC DENTON Hearing Scheduled (Preliminary 02/12/2007 R. Michael Redman 
09:00 AM) 
DENTON Notice Of Hearing Roger Harris 
BNDS BROXSON Bond Posted - Surety (Amount 15000.00 ) Roger Harris 
MISC BROXSON sheriff fees paid receipt #7002773 Roger Harris 
ARRN HANSON Arraignment I First Appearance Roger Harris 
NORF HANSON Notification Of Rights Felony Roger Harris 
TFPA HANSON Twin Falls County Public Defender Application - Roger Harris 
***to hire*** 
CMIN HANSON Court Minutes Roger Harris 
BSET HANSON BOND SET: at 15000.00 Roger Harris 
CHJG HANSON Change Assigned Judge R. Michael Redman 
ORDR COOPE Order of Participation in Court Compliance as Randy J. Stoker 
Condition of Release 
:/7/2007 TFCC NIELSEN Twin Falls County Court Compliance Program R. Michael Redman 
Agreement In Lieu of Incarceration 
!/12/2007 CHJG DJONES Change Assigned Judge Mark Ingram 
CONT DJONES Hearing result for Preliminary held on 02/12/2007 R. Michael Redman 
09:00AM: Continued 
CMIN DJONES Court Minutes Mark Ingram 
HRSC DJONES Hearing Scheduled (Preliminary 02/23/2007 Mark Ingram 
09:00 AM) 
DJONES Notice Of Hearing Mark Ingram 
2/22/2007 TFPA EDELAROSA Twin Falls County Public Defender Application Mark Ingram 
SFSS EDELAROSA Submitted Financial Statement For Signature Mark Ingram 
2/23/2007 ORPD DJONES Defendant: Ortiz, Hu,nberto Pasquinal Order Mark Ingram 
Appointing Pub,lc Defender Public defender 
Marilyn Paul 
CONT DJONES Hearing result for Preliminary held on 02/23/2007 Mark Ingram 
09:00AM: Continued 
CERF DJONES Certificate Of Findings Mark Ingram 
CMIN COOPE Court Minutes Randy J. Stoker 
2/27/2007 REQD NIELSEN Request For Discovery/defendant Mark Ingram 
RESD NIELSEN Response To Request For Discovery/defendant Mark Ingram 
2/28/2007 HRSC DJONES Hearing Scheduled (Preliminary 03/09/2007 Mark Ingram 10 09:00 AM) 
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Case: CR-2007-0000977 Current Judge: Randy J. Stoker 
Defendant: Ortiz, Hunverto Pasquinal 
User: COOPE 











































































Notice Of Hearing 
Request For Discovery/plaintiff 
Response To Request For Discovery/plaintiff 





Randy J. Stoker 
Supplemental Response To Request For Mark Ingram 
Discovery 
Hearing result for Preliminary held on 03/09/2007 Mark Ingram 
09:00 AM: Continued 
Court Minutes 
Change Assigned Judge 





Notice Of Hearing Roger Harris 
Hearing result for Preliminary held on 03/23/2007 Roger Harris 
09:00 AM: Continued 
Court Minutes 




Notice Of Hearing Roger Harris 
Response To Request For Discovery/defendant Roger Harris 
Appearance and Plea 
Amended Criminal Complaint 
Response To Request For Discovery/plaintiff 
Amended Notice Of Hearing 
Continued (Preliminary 04/27/2007 08:15 AM) 
Court Minutes 
Written Waiver of Time for Preliminary Hearing 
Notice Of Hearing 
Affidavit 
Warrant Issued - Arrest Bond amount: 10000.00 
Defendant: Ortiz, Humberto Pasquinal 
Motion to Revoke Bond and Issue Warrant 
Order To Revoke Bo~d And Issue 
Warrant-Denied 















Continued (Preliminary 05/18/2007 08:15 AM) Randy J. XXStoker 
Court Minutes Roy Holloway 
Notice Of Hearing 
Notice Of Hearing 
Arraianment / First Appearance 
Roger Harris 
Roger Harris 
Roger Harris 11 
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Notification Of Rights Felony 
Twin Falls County Public Defender 
Application ***Confirmed*'* 
Court Minutes 
Order to Appear 
Order Appointing Public Defender 
BOND SET: at 10000.00 Per Warrant 
Bond Posted - Surety (Amount 10000.00) 
Miscellaneous Payment: Sheriff Fees Paid by: 
Aladdin Receipt number: 7010551 Dated: 










Twin Falls County Jail Packett Roger Harris 
Promise To Appear Roger Harris 
Hearing result for Preliminary held on 05/18/2007 Howard Smyser 
08:15 AM: Bound Over (after Prelim) 
Court Minutes Howard Smyser 
Order Holding Defendant To Answer To District Howard Smyser 
Court 
Hearing Scheduled (Arraignment 06/04/2007 Randy J. Stoker 
09:00 AM) 
Notice Of Hearing Randy J. Stoker 
Information for Felonies, Part I - Possession of a Randy J. Stoker 
Controlled Substance Part II - Second Offense of 
Uniform Controlled Substance Act 
Hearing result for Arraignment held on 
06/04/2007 09:00 AM: Failure To Appear For 
Hearing Or Trial 
Notice of Forfeiture of Surety Bond 
Notice of Forfeiture of Surety Bond 
Warrant Issued - Arrest Bond amount: 107.50 
Defendant: Ortiz, Humberto Pasquinal 
Hearing Scheduled (Arraignment 06/18/2007 
09:00 AM) 
Notice Of Hearing 
Court Minutes 
Twin Falls County Jail Packett 
Randy J. Stoker 
Randy J. Stoker 
Randy J. Stoker 
Randy J. Stoker 
Randy J. Stoker 
Randy J. Stoker 
Randy J. Stoker 
Randy J. Stoker 
Warrant Returned Defendant: Ortiz, Hunverto Randy J. Stoker 
Pasquinal 
Sheriff's Certificate of Acknowledgement of 
Surrender of Defendant 
Sheriff's Certificate of Acknowledgement of 
Surrender of Defendant 
Notice Of Hearing 
Randy J. Stoker 
Randy J. Stoker 
Randy J. Stoker 12 
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me: 11:57 AM ROA Report 
ige4of8 Case: CR-2007-0000977 Current Judge: Randy J. Stoker 
Defendant: Ortiz, Hunverto Pasquinal 
,late of Idaho vs. Hunverto Pasquinal Ortiz 
3le Code User Judge 
14/2007 MFBR NIELSEN Motion For Bond Re~uction Randy J. Stoker 
18/2007 BNDS BRYANT Bond Posted - Surety (Amount 10000.00) Randy J. Stoker 
BRYANT Miscellaneous Payment: Sheriff Fees Paid by: Randy J. Stoker 
Aladdin Bail Bonds Receipt number: 7014924 
Dated: 6/18/2007 Amount: $10.00 (Cash) 
APNG MCMULLEN Appear & Plead Not Guilty Randy J. Stoker 
CMIN MCMULLEN Court Minutes Randy J. Stoker 
MSES AGUIRRE Motion To Set Aside Forfeiture and Exonerate Randy J. Stoker 
Bond Dated 2-1-07 
MSES AGUIRRE Motion To Set Aside Forfeiture and Exonerate Randy J. Stoker 
Bond Dated 4-27 -07 
119/2007 ARRN MCMULLEN Hearing result for Arraignment held on Randy J. Stoker 
06/18/2007 09:00 AM: Arraignment/ First 
Appearance 
120/2007 BNDE MCMULLEN Surety Bond Exonerated (Amount 15,000.00) Randy J. Stoker 
BNDS MCMULLEN Bond Posted - Surety (Amount 10000.00) bond Randy J. Stoker 
exonerated in error and re-entered 
ORDR MCMULLEN Order to Set Aside Forfeiture and Exonerate Randy J. Stoker 
Bond (LG25-480231) 
ORDR MCMULLEN Order to Set Aside Forfeiture and Exonerate Randy J. Stoker 
Bond (LG10-510856) 
,/21/2007 HRSC MCMULLEN Hearing Scheduled (Pretrial Conference Randy J. Stoker 
08/27/2007 04:00 PM) 
HRSC MCMULLEN Hearing Scheduled (Jury Trial 09/12/2007 09:00 Randy J. Stoker 
AM) 
MCMULLEN Notice Of Hearing Randy J. Stoker 
ORDR MCMULLEN Scheduling Order Randy J. Stoker 
,/29/2007 EXMN FERCH Ex-parte Motion for preliminary hearing transcript Randy J. Stoker 
'/2/2007 ORTR MCMULLEN Es Parle Order for Preliminary Hearing Transcript Randy J. Stoker 
'/24/2007 TRAN HATCH Transcript Filed Randy J. Stoker 
AKSV HATCH Acknowledgment Of Service Randy J. Stoker 
l/2/2007 AFFD COOPE Affidavit Randy J. Stoker 
3/6/2007 ORDR COOPE Order Revoking Bond and Ordering Bench Randy J. Stoker 
Warrant 
3/7/2007 WARI MCMULLEN Warrant Issued - Arrest Bond amount: 50000.00 Randy J. Stoker 
Defendant: Ortiz, Hunverto Pasquinal 
S/9/2007 SUPR NIELSEN Supplemental Response To Request For Randy J. Stoker 
Discovery 
8/13/2007 WART DENTON Warrant Returned Defendant: Ortiz, Hunverto Randy J. Stoker 
Pasquinal 
TFJP DENTON Twin Falls County Jail Packett Randy J. Stoker 
ARRN DENTON Arraignment / First Appearance Howard Smyser 
NORF DENTON Notification Of Rights Felony Howard Smyser 13 
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Twin Falls County Public Defender 
Application***Confirmed/Conflict*** 
Court Minutes 
Order to Appear 
Order Appointing Public Defender 
BOND SET: at 50000.00 Per Warrant 
Letter from defendant's wife, copies to counsel 
Hearing result for Pretrial Conference held on 
08/27/2007 04:00 PM: Hearing Held 
Court Minutes 
Motion For Bond Reduction 
Motion to Supress 
Letter 
Letter 








Randy J. Stoker 
Randy J. Stoker 
Randy J. Stoker 
Randy J. Stoker 
Randy J. Stoker 
Randy J. Stoker 
Randy J. Stoker 
Randy J. Stoker 
Hearing Scheduled (Jury Trial 01/29/2008 09:00 Randy J. Stoker 
AM) 
Notice Of Hearing Randy J. Stoker 
Miscellaneous Payment: For Making Copy Of Any Randy J. Stoker 
File Or Record By The Clerk, Per Page Paid by: 
Veronica Mandiola Receipt number: 7023149 
Dated: 9/17/2007 Amount: $2.00 (Cash) 
Miscellaneous Payment: Personal Copy Fee Paid Randy J. Stoker 
by: Veronica Mandiola Receipt number: 7023149 
Dated: 9/17/2007 Amount: $.10 (Cash) 
Notice Of Hearing for Motion of Bond Reduction Randy J. Stoker 
Motion For Bond Reduction Randy J. Stoker 
Hearing Scheduled (Bond Reduction 10/10/2007 Randy J. Stoker 
11 :00 AM) 
Letter from Wendell City/Rural fire Dept. Randy J, Stoker 
Ammended Notice of Hearing for Motion of Bond Randy J. Stoker 
Reduction 
Bond Posted - Surety (Amount 50000.00) Randy J. Stoker 
Miscellaneous Payment: Sheriff Fees Paid by: 
Aladdin Bail Bonds Receipt number: 7025353 
Dated: 10/10/2007 Amount: $10.00 (Cash) 
Hearing result for Bond Reduction held on 
10/10/2007 11 :00 AM: Hearing Held 
Court Minutes 
Randy J. Stoker 
Randy J. Stoker 
Randy J. Stoker 
14 
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ROA Report 
Casa: CR-2007-0000977 Currant Judge: Randy J. Stoker 
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Miscellaneous Payment: For Making Copy Of Any Randy J. Stoker 
File Or Record By The Clerk, Per Page Paid by: 
Ortiz, Hunverto Pasquinal Receipt number: 
7029247 Dated: 11/23/2007 Amount: $4.00 
(Cash) 
Miscellaneous Payment: For Making Copy Of Any Randy J. Stoker 
File Or Record By The Clerk, Per Paga Paid by: 
Ortiz, Hunverto Pasquinal Receipt number: 
7029286 Dated: 11/23/2007 Amount: $29.00 
(Cash) 
Miscellaneous Payment: For Certifying The Sama Randy J. Stoker 
Additional Fee For Certificate And Saal Paid by: 
Ortiz, Hunverto Pasquinal Receipt number: 
7029286 Dated: 11/23/2007 Amount: $1.00 
(Cash) 
Motion for Suppression 
Notice Of Hearing 
Hearing result for Pretrial Conference held on 
01/14/2008 04:00 PM: Hearing Held 
Court Minutes 
Plaintiffs Witness List 
Plaintiffs requested Jury Instructions 
Supplemental Response To Request For 
Discovery 
Proposed Jury Instructions 
Randy J. Stoker 
Randy J. Stoker 
Randy J. Stoker 
Randy J. Stoker 
Randy J. Stoker 
Randy J. Stoker 
Randy J. Stoker 
Randy J. Stoker 
Supplemental Proposed Jury Instruction Randy J. Stoker 
Hearing result for Jury Trial held on 01/29/2008 Randy J. Stoker 
09:00 AM: Jury Trial Started 
Jury Seating Charts 
Preliminary Jury Instructions 
Jury Roll Call 
Final Jury Instructions 
Verdict of the Jury 
Found Guilty Altar Trial 
Witness List 
Court Minutes 
Order For Prasentance Report 
Hearing Scheduled (Sentencing 03/31/2008 
02:00 PM) 
Notice Of Hearing 
Motion for New Trial 
Objection to Motion for New Trial 
Notice Of Hearing on Motion for New Trial 
Randy J. Stoker 
Randy J. Stoker 
Randy J. Stoker 
Randy J. Stoker 
Randy J. Stoker 
Randy J. Stoker 
Randy J. Stoker 
Randy J. Stoker 
Randy J. Stoker 
Randy J. Stoker 
Randy J. Stoker 
Randy J. Stoker 
Randy J. Stoker 
Randy J. Stoker 
15 
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Defendant: Ortiz, Hunverto Pasquinal 
User: COOPE 




























































Hearing Scheduled (Motion 03/31/2008 11 :00 Randy J. Stoker 
AM) Motion for New Trial 
Presentence Report Randy J. Stoker 
Twin Falls County Court Compliance Sentencing Randy J. Stoker 
Report 
Hearing result for Motion held on 03/31/2008 
11 :00 AM: Hearing Held Motion for New Trial 
Randy J. Stoker 
District Court Hearing Held Randy J. Stoker 
Court Reporter: Torres 
Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing 
estimated: 21 p. 
Hearing result for Sentencing held on 03/31/2008 Randy J. Stoker 
02:00 PM: District Court Hearing Held 
Court Reporter: 
Number of Transcript Pages for this hearing 
estimated: 
Sentenced To Pay Fine (I37-2732(C)(1) Randy J. Stoker 
Controlled Substance-Possession Of) 
Judgment (I37-2732(C)(1) Controlled Randy J. Stoker 
Substance-Possession Of) 
Sentenced To Incarceration (I37-2732(C)(1) Randy J. Stoker 
Controlled Substance-Possession Of) 
Confinement terms: Penitentiary determinate: 2 
years. Penitentiary indeterminate: 8 years. 
Order of Restitution Randy J. Stoker 
Court Minutes Randy J. Stoker 
Surety Bond Exonerated (Amount 10,000.00) Randy J. Stoker 
Surety Bond Exonerated (Amount 50,000.00) Randy J. Stoker 
Judgment of Conviction Upon a Plea of Guilty to Randy J. Stoker 
One Felony Count, and Order of Retained 
Jurisdiction and Order of Commitment 
Amended Judgment of Conviction Upon a Plea of Randy J. Stoker 
Guilty to One Felony Count, and Order of 
Retained Jurisdiction and Order of Commitment 
NOTICE OF APPEAL 
Appealed To The Supreme Court 
Motion To Withdraw As Counsel Of Record 
Notice Of Hearing On Motion To Withdraw As 
Counsel Of Record 
Clerk's Certificate Of Appeal 
Hearing Scheduled (Motion to Withdraw 
06/09/2008 11 :00 AM) 
Notice And Order Appointing State Appellate 
Public Defender In Direct Appeal 
Randy J. Stoker 
Randy J. Stoker 
Randy J. Stoker 
Randy J. Stoker 
Randy J. Stoker 
Randy J. Stoker 
Randy J. Stoker 
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GRANT P. LOEBS 
Prosecuting Attorney 
for Twin Falls County 
P.O. Box 126 
Twin Falls, ID 83301 
Phone: (208) 736-4020 
Fax: (208) 736-4120 
2007 FEB - I PJi 11: I O 
;.,v_,_,,., __ ,. _____ ~ 
[Gq.CLERI( 
----1-J..---DEPUTY 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE STATE 
OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TWIN FALLS 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
















Personally appears before me this _L_ day of February, 2007, Jill C. Sweesy, 
Senior Deputy Prosecuting Attorney, Twin Falls County, State ofldaho, and presents this 
complaint, pursuant to Idaho Criminal Rule 3 and based upon the attached sworn affidavit, that 
HUMBERTO P ASQUINAL ORTIZ, did commit the following: 
CRIMINAL COMPLAINT - 1 
'(',\i>l/\\ 
' \ \:.J \ \\J /--\ -
18 
POSSESSION OF A CONTROLLED SUBSTANCE 
Felony, I.C. 37-2732(c)(l) 
That the Defendant, HUMBERTO PASQUINAL ORTIZ, on or about the 31 st day of 
January, 2007, in the County of Twin Falls, State ofidaho, did unlawfully possess a controlled 
substance, to-wit: Methamphetamine/ Amphetamine, a Schedule II controlled substance, in 
violation ofidaho Code Section 37-2732(c)(l). 
All of which is contrary to the form, force and effect of the statute in such case made and 
provided and against the peace and dignity of the State ofidaho. 
~w~ky: 
Senior Deputy Prosecuting Attorney 
Signed before me this_!_ day of February, 20 7. 
CRIMINAL COMPLAINT - 2 
, ·- 19 
:~ i t't:L: r c:c __ , ... , 
FALLS CO. E,, 
FILED 
2~.11i~sl-G l1~l1A1 lo 
,,Y_, ____ ·-fi?._,,,==-
CLEfU\ 
IN THE DISTRJCT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRJCT OF THE 
·-----DEPUTY 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TWIN FALLS 
THE STATE OF IDAHO 
Plaintiff 
vs 




STATE OF IDAHO 


















AFFIDAVIT IN SUPPORT OF COMPLAINT OR WARRANT 
FOR ARREST-TFSO CASE# 07000184 
CRIME: Possession of Methamphetamine 
LC. 37-2732 (Felony) 
****** 
ss 
1, Jay Wiggins, being first duly sworn, state that lam the same person whose name is subscribed to the attached criminal 
complaint/citation, and that my answer(s) to the questions asked by the court with reference to said complaint as follows: 
I. Please set forth the information which give you reason to believe the above named Defendant(s) conunitted the 
crime(s) alleged in the complaint. 
ANSWER: The following occurred in the County of Twin Falls, State of Idaho. On 01-31-2007 at 
approximately 2116 hours, I was traveling west bound in the 1900 block of Kimberly Road. I observed a vehicle in the 
right lane that I was pacing with my patrol unit at 42 mph in a posted 35 mph zone. I initiated a traffic stop at Kimberly 
Road and Madrona in the Stinker Station parking lot. The vehicle was a 200 l silver Dodge Stratus bearing Idaho license 
plate 2TJ5824. I made contact with the driver who verbally identified himself as Humberto Ortiz. Ortiz immediately 
asked why he had been stopped. I advised Ortiz that I had stopped him for traveling 42 mph in a 35 mph zone. Ortiz 
stated that he was only traveling 37 mph. Ortiz appeared to be VCJY nervous. Ortiz also appeared to be very agitated. I 
advised Ortiz that I was going to issue him a citation for fail to show insurance. While returning to my patrol vehicle, I 
requested Deputy Morgan Case respond to my location for a free air search using his K-9 around the exterior of Ortiz's 
vehicle. While issuing a citation, Deputy Case arrived on scene and deployed his K-9 Croix around the exterior of the 
vehicle. Deputy Case advised me that his K-9 had indicated on the vehicle. Deputy Case had Ortiz out of the vehicle. 
Deputy Case advise me that he saw, in plain sight, a glass pipe with residue protruding out of the right pants pocket of 
O1tiz. Ortiz was placed into handcuffs and advised he was under arrest for possession of paraphernalia. Upon 
approaching the passenger side of the vehicle, l observed a large quantity of a white crystal substance strewn throughout ? O 
the passenger floorboard area. Through my training and experience I believed this to be methamphetamine. Deputy Case ~ 
conducted a NIK test on the substance using a marquis regent "A" kit. Deputy Case advised me that the substance tested 
presumptive positive for amphetamine. Inv. Ken Mencl had arrived on scene and collected the substance which was later 
placed into evidence as a total packaged weight of9. l 7 grams. Ortiz was transported and released to Twin Falls County 
Jail staff. 
2. List the name(s) of the individual(s) that the infmmation was obtained from. 
ANSWER: Humberto P. O1tiz, Deputy Morgan Case, Myself 
3. Please set fo1th, for each of the informants listed in response to Question 2, the reasons why you believe the 
information from these individuals, respectively, is credible and why you believe there is factual basis for the information 
furnished. 
ANSWER: No reason not to believe. 
4. Do you believe a warrant should be issued? 
ANSWER: NO, in custody. 
5. Set out any information you have and its source, as to why a warrant instead of a summons should be issued. 
ANSWER:N/A 
6. List any assets to be forfeited and any infonnation pertaining thereto. 
ANSWER:N/A 
DATED this !st day ofFebruary 2007. 
SUBSCRJBED AND SWORN before me this 1st day ofFebruary 2007. 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY oF21J(/iiij;j[ifAl::I.Js PM I; S9 
MAGISTRATE DIVISION 



















The purpose of this initial appearance is to advise you of your rights and charge(s) against you. 
You have the right to be represented by an attorney at all times . 
If you want an attorney, but cannot pay for one, the court will appoint one to help you. If you are 
found guilty or plead guilty, you may be ordered to reimburse Twin Falls County for the cost of 
your defense. 
You have the right to remain silent. Any statement you make could be used against you . 
You have the right to bail. 
You have the right to a preliminary hearing before a judge . 
The purpose of a preliminary hearing is to determine whether probable cause exists to believe 
you have committed the crime(s) charged. A preliminary hearing is not a trial to decide guilt or 
innocence. 
You can cross-examine all witnesses who testify against you . 
You can present evidence, testify yourself if you wish, and have witnesses ordered to testify by 
subpoena. 
If the court finds probable cause exists that you committed the crime(s) charged, or if you waive 
your preliminary hearing, you will be sent to the District Court for arraignment. 
If you have any questions about the charge(s), about your rights or the court process, don't hesitate to 
speak up. It is important that you understand. 
Acknowledgment of Rights 
I have r~ad ~his entire document and I understand. t.~. e:~l9Pts. as set&2f .o /2rth above. 
? · c r - d 7 c·:~.'-.:::e,,/==-·-=-J=-e-,---#' ........ _ .. ~~£,=---=----
Date . , 1'pfendant's sign · ~
NOTIFICATION OF RIGHTS--1 
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IN THE L /RICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL L ;RJCT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TWIN FALLS 
MAGISTRATE DIVISION ·. - · ·,•·1· I'<: · . p\-':::d-1,;,Jv ·-:;.;' 1:-1""<1 ~. 
ARRAIGNMENT MINUTES 
: w:l\1 ":,~,tLShO. 1U 
'" .. ,I "ll Fi") r .__ ... 
Datec#f/47 
Judge //4 rr/) 
ZGO'l FEB - l PM I 1 59 
Time /bcJ ,f'/Yl Counter ~l-~1~'3_',_l-/~/ ____ CaseNo.~L:.Q'tl,.,__1:_, ___ _ 
Deputy Clerk J:' I,, 1"'fA.~-= .. ="~----Interpreter __ t_n_'._-_  .. ____ -~--~~=M1i---·~~o,,J .. ,,.,~~' -------
v\: ilM 1:7 
State of Idaho 
VS 
//4 ;,,-,6~ .... <2~~0~r~:~z..~------ Attorney ___________________ _ 
Offense: 
~eared in person ~d lS' ooc) D per warrant D OR release 
O-Failed to appear D Warrant issued 1 
0 OR to Court Compliance program 
~plaint read D D~dant waived readin probation violation 
[a"Rights and penalties given [M--Rights form signed ights and penalties understood 
D Probation violation read 
D Defendant waived counsel D Private counsel---------------~ 
0 Public defender appointed D Public defender denied D Public defender confirmed 
0 Plead not guilty 
0 Plead guilty 
0 PV - admit 
D PV -deny 
SENTENCE: 
D Pretrial ______________________ _ 
D Sentencing-------------~~-~~----
EJ"l?relim 1::-e\a{cl.l,=U/'~IA::-s--~1'2"'-r-212D.7@. C/,Qo A111 
D Fugitive (Identify)_~V~ __ I ______________ _ 
0 Comt trial _____________________ _ 
D Admit/Deny set ___________________ _ 
0 Evidentiary set ___________________ _ 
D Disposition set ___________________ _ 
D Status set _____________________ _ 
Jail ______ Days Suspended. _______ Days O Credit time served 
Fine$ Suspended $ _________ Court Cost $ _____ To be paid by: _______ _ 
D Public Defender Reimbursement$ ______ _ 
Driving Privileges Suspended ___ Days Beginnin,,,_ ______ _ 
D Probation ___ months D Supervised _____ months 
Conditions of bond/OR release/probation: 
0 Check in with public defender immediately upon release 
[1}eifeck in with court compliance officer 
O 1st __ Days Absolute 
D No contact with __________________________________________ _ 
0 Border patrol hold 
23 
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.. 1,,. .. , .. 
.• ,,,,, d~J \·>();,, 
r WIH F:l\LLS co:·1£)!,/; .· 
IN THE DISTf11CT COURT OF THE FIFTH .JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF lr('ll.:E[) . ' ' 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TWINl~ifW - l P/1 j; 59 
b/.1 

















ORDER OF PARTICIPATION 
IN COURT COMPLIANCE AS 
COND.ITION OF RELEASE 
______________ ) 
It is hereby ordered, as a condition of release, that the above-named Defendant shall 
submit to monitoring and supervision by the Cou1t Compliance Program ("CCP") administered by 
the Twin Falls County Adult Probation Department. Submission includes, but is not limited to 
compliance with any repo1iing requirements imposed by CCP representatives; cooperating with 
tests of Defendant's blood, breath, urine, saliva, hair or other bodily fluids or tissues; complying 
with cu1iews or other directives relating to Defendant's living circumstances, activities or personal 
associations; maintaining gainful employment or other productive activity as approved by CCP 
representatives, and the like. 
[)efendant agrees, 0-nd is hereby ordered to pay ,1\! fees snd c)ther chaqy:s levierl by the 
CCP, including, but not limited to costs for sampie collection or tesiing. 
Any failure to comply with this order, or the requirements of the CCP program may result in 
the revocation of any order of release (whether or not such release was secured by bond, cash or 
other collateral) and tho issuancG, without notice, of a bench wa1rant for Defendant's immediate 
DA TED this l- day of _fe,L) 
24 
Twin Falls County i ""·'' /IR;Ci GL ... , 
C C . · "u': , Al I '' Ci• , ·• · ourt ompbance Program i:"fi"c:··'i'' ,u, .: .i. 
Agreement In Lieu of Incarceration ·- L, 
ii 2007 FEB - j\ f<r'-' ff: 16 ! I I I A '/] l l D ' L'.~' I Name: ~lt WI !JU TO v~ 'b ' Case: Gtf_(!)7f:_rp __ ~!_~~); ___ _ 
Address: /4~,<; 1f.\'1'1V\i 7)1. W, Phone: oi&q-o!D~. ' \/\~-~Efll'. 
DOB: DcJJL 2:f.-/-e-::J---~.J.DEPUTY 
THIS AGREEMENT IS BEING UTJ;LIZED BY ORDER OF THE BELOW SIGNED MAGISTRATE/DISTRICT JUDGE 
FOR THE RELEASE OF THE ABOVE NAMED ADULT. 
A. I, THE ABOVE NAMED ADULT WILL ABIDE BY ALL OF THE RULES AND REGULATIONS OF THIS 
AGREEMENT AS LISTED BELOW, AS WELL AS ALL CITY, COUNTY, STATE, AND FEDERAL LAWS. 
B. RULES AND REGULATIONS: "X" INDICATES APPLICABLE TO DEFENDANT. 
1. House Arrest--Electronic Monitoring. No privileges, I agree to remain at my residence at all times, except for specific 
times approved by the Court Compliance Officer to fulfill my school, employment, and other required conditions of my 
release to the community. 
t~.. No possession and/or consumption of alcoholic beverages and/or controlled subst~nces. I will submit to alcohol/drug 
testing as required by the Court and/or Court Compliance Officer. 
_3. C,irfew shall be ___p.m, weekdays and ____p,m. weekends. 
&_. To report to the Magistrate Probation Office as directed. 
~- To appear at all court hearings when advised to do so, and maintain contact with my attorney. 
D{§. To be employed full-time or actively seeking full-time employment 
fL!::::7, To notify the Court Compliance Officer immediately of any change of address, telephone, employment. 
_8. No Contact with the following persons: ________________________ _ 
~- Fees ordered by Court: _Electronic Monitoring 
_Modified House Arrest 
_Drug Testing 
$35 hook up fee--$10 per day 
per y 
'l 5 each lab test 
7 each field test 
$3 each breathalyzer test 
10. Additional _________________________________ _ 
1, TI!E ABOVE NAMED DEFENDANT, SHOW BY MY SIGNATURE BELOW THAT I HAVE READ AND 
UNDERSTAND THIS AGREEMENT, AND PROMISE TO ABIDE BY THIS AGREEMENT. I, THE ABOVE NAMED 
DEFENDANT, UNDERSTAND THAT IF I VIOLATE ANY PORTION OF THIS AGREEMENT IT MAY BE 
REVOKED,ANDIMAYBEDETAINEDUNT < RTHERPROCEEDINGSC BEEST BLISHED. 
White - Court Copy • Yellow - File Copy • Pink - Defendant Copy 
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DISTRICT COURT 
IN THE [ "' CT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL ,TRICT Fifth Judicial Distri 
OF THE STATE: O)lf IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TWIN FALL's'un1y of Twin Falls• st•te o~~aho 
MAGISTRATE DIVISION 
FEB 1 2 2007 
MINUTES FOR PRELIMINARY HEARING 
JUDGE: '---;?e d~ C:! 'K.- DATE: ,:5)- /4;? . ::-7-_ -cl=:-;::¼::>·c;;. 
DEPUTY CLERK: J3q.,,Ne;__:; TIME: 2: cJ O /,l~ ~DoputyClecl< 
CASE # (!, /Z ,:; 7- tJ 7 7 TAPE: Cf~ ;;2_ , 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs, 
93,¼'1m bP., J,, f) ' ATTY:__LVo ~01,1 /J5 e / 
Defendant 
THIS BEING THE TIME AND PLACE SET FOR PRELIMINARY HEARING IN THE ABOVE ENTITLED 
MATTER, THE DEFENDANT IS CHARGED WITH: __________________ _ 
__ _,_~-'-er--_"""_S_e_s_s_{l,=---_·n_·_h_~_-<·-'-· ~-'-¼~e-"ef'--_c:S: __ t b_-,;;~· /2'-""e:;_,,,'-'"1-""<1.-<...,_. 
COURT REVIEWED THE FILE. 
COURT READ THE COMPLAINT __ COUNSEL WAIVED READING, 
DEFENDANT WAIVED PRELIMINARY HEARING. ____ WRITTEN WAIVER FILED 
DEFENDANT WAIVED SPEEDY PRELIMINARY HEARING. __ WRITTEN WAIVER FILED 
COURT GAVE THE DEFENDANT HIS/HER RIGHTS IN THIS MATTER. 
COUNSEL SAW NO REASON WHY WAIVER SHOULD NOT BE ACCEPTED. 
WRITTEN OFFER SIGNED BY DEFENDANT AND FILED WITH THE COURT 
COURT ACCEPTED WAIVER. 
DEFENDANT WAS BOUND OVER TO DISTRICT COURT. 
COUNSEL MOVED FOR BOND REDUCTION, 
BOND WILL REMAIN THE SAME. __ O.R. RELEASE 
,X: 
BOND RESET AT$ ____ (BOND IS FOR THIS CASE ONLY, UNLESS OTHERWISE PO~?~) 
STAT~ REQUESTED A CONTINUANCE. r-/o 5 ~ /~ I ~u;~\jo aczNi_ ~:r{ ecc 
CONTINUED TO: o'- ,:::;< ' c, ~',(!,e c/ 
PRELIMINARY HEARING TO BE HELD __ SEE PAGE 2 
COUNSEL MOVED FOR THE EXCLUSION OF WITNESSES __ COURT GRANTED. 
STATE DISMISSED THE CHARGE(S) _________________ _ 
STATE REDUCED THE CHARGE(S) TO: _________________ _ 
COURT GAVE DEFENDANT HIS/HER RIGHTS IN THIS MATTER. 
DEFENDANT ENTERED GUILTY PLEA TO THE REDUCED CHARGE. 
COURT ACCEPTED PLEA. __ SET FOR SENTENCING ON _________ _ 
SENTENCED: JAIL TIME:_______ SUSPENDED: _______ _ 
FINE$_____ SUSPENDED$______ COURT COST$ ______ _ 
DRIVING PRIVILEGES SUSPENDED:________ R.P __________ _ 
PROBATION: MONITORED PROBATION: --------




IN THE TRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIA ,STRICT Fifth ,Judicial District 
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TWIN F.l(\'.'.i'.:~"r,w;n Falls' $late of Idaho 
MAGISTRATE DIVISION 
FEB 2 3 2007 
MINUTES FOR PRELIMINARY HEARING 
By--------
Clerk, 
JUDGE: "T'1v_.,,9~r_,c:;;:t_,ryrv_:__ ___ _ 
DEPUTY CLERK: () ~Ulle A/l?..S 
CASE # Q I<, O 7 .-:__!i!i_z 
DATE: _,;-_~~-~,;1.~·· .,,,.,-::,,~-"""'=''~Z=== 
TIME: -~q,___.'_(l_cJ_/l_m_-==-----D-epotyCle,k 
TAPE: q .' ,? (, 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, (l K.:f R rr1 6 
Plaintiff, 
ATTY: ,St1 z a N ,vr.,, 
ATTY:. ___________ _ 
THIS BEING THE TIME AND PLACE SET FOR PRELIMINARY HEARING IN THE ABOVE ENTITLED 
MATTER, THE DEFENDANT IS CHARGED WITH: _________________ _ 
H ss c· s..s C!c---n/:/4.r /lc-c/ SlL £ s/a Jt. Cle: 
COURT REVIEWED THE FILE. 
COURT READ THE COMPLAINT. __ COUNSEL WAIVED READING. 
DEFENDANT WAIVED PRELIMINARY HEARING. __ WRITTEN WAIVER FILED 
DEFENDANT WAIVED SPEEDY PRELIMINARY HEARING. __ WRITTEN WAIVER FILED 
COURT GAVE THE DEFENDANT HIS/HER RIGHTS IN THIS MATTER. 
COUNSEL SAW NO REASON WHY WAIVER SHOULD NOT BE ACCEPTED. 
WRITTEN OFFER SIGNED BY DEFENDANT AND FILED WITH THE COURT. 
COURT ACCEPTED WAIVER. 
C{A! IA' Al .t)o t;'Jl/t?d fj-" f,C f-CL,(!, 
DE~.DANT~WAS,BOUND OVER TO DISTRICT couw,i / 4 ·-
co fl\JSEL MOV D FOR BOND./4:lEDUCTION. 
BOND WILL REMAIN THE SAME. __ O.R. RELEASE 
BOND RESET AT $ ____ (BOND IS FOR THIS CASE ONLY, UNLESS OTHERWISE POSTED) 
STAT~EQUESTE;P A CONTINUANCE. 
CON~ -~3.L___··_<:!_L__~~o-+z ____________ _ 
PRELIMINARY HEARING TO BE HELD __ SEE PAGE 2 
COUNSEL MOVED FOR THE EXCLUSION OF WITNESSES __ COURT GRANTED. 
STATE DISMISSED THE CHARGE(S) _________________ _ 
STATE REDUCED THE CHARGE(S) TO: _________________ _ 
COURT GAVE DEFENDANT HIS/HER RIGHTS IN THIS MATTER. 
DEFENDANT ENTERED GUILTY PLEA TO THE REDUCED CHARGE. 
COURT ACCEPTED PLEA. __ SET FOR SENTENCING ON ________ _ 
SENTENCED: JAIL TIME:_______ SUSPENDED: ______ _ 
FINE$_____ SUSPENDED$______ COURT COST$ _____ _ 
DRIVING PRIVILEGES SUSPENDED:________ R.P. _________ _ 
PROBATION: MONITORED PROBATION: _______ _ 
RESTITUTION: _________ _ 
OTHER: _____________________________ _ 
---------------------------,~.-. - 7 
DISTRICT COURT 
IN DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL Dlstm~t~~: ..1~ IDA HO 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TWIN FALLS 
State of Idaho, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
Humberto Pasquinal Ortiz, 
1485 Anny Dr W 













2081 FEB 28 PM I: 59 
You, Humberto Pasquinal Ortiz, the above named Defendant are notified and ordered to comply as 
follows: 
1. To personally appear at the Public Defender's Office, located at 231 4
th 
Avenue North, 
Twin Falls, Idaho, on /lf"' Al Re <!-t--, pf ()r C),ed,,,.20 ___ at 
____ a.m./p.m. 
2. To keep the Public Defender's Office notified of your residential address, mailing 
address, phone number and place of employment. 
3. To personally appear at and to keep each appointment with your Public Defender and 
the Court. 
FAILURE TO COMPLY WITH THIS ORDER will result in the forfeiture of any bail posted or the 
revocation of your recognizance release, a warrant for your arrest and may result in the filing of 
contempt charges. 
GOOD CAUSE HAVING BEEN SHOWN, the Public Defender of Twin Falls County is hereby 
appointed to represent you. You may be ordered to reimburse Twin Falls County Idaho for all or 
part of the cost of legal representation. 
Dated this 28th day of February, 2007. 
Copies to: v Public Defender ---
,..... Prosecutor 
v Defendant 
ORDER TO APPEAR - 1 28 
DHSTR!CT COURT 
r-ni J&.ldlas! Dmlrlct • 
IN THE . fRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIA, STRICT Gdt,m, """'"'' ,,,,,,. .,. ,, ,r 1""1ih,, 
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TWIN FALLS 
MAGISTRATE DIVISION MAR O 9 2007 
~- MINUTES FOR PRELIMINARY HEARING 
13
~ ----...~~re 
JUDGE: / NO ~ /-1 m. DATE: .,,S - 9-c,z ---Gl51;,~~ 
DEPUTY CLERK: D 9:·· Ne; s TIME: Cr : t) ('/ /3- nz 
cAsE # C /z. c z- z 7 7 TAPE: Clim ? 







THIS BEING THE TIME AND PLACE SET FOR PRELIMINARY HEARING IN THE ABOVE ENTITLED 
MATTER, THE DEFENDANT IS CHARGED WITH: _________________ _ 
~ Ss es .s: a~Jec/ S4ttfs& ,fd £~ 
COURT REVIEWED THE FILE. 
COURT READ THE COMPLAINT. __ COUNSEL WAIVED READING. 
DEFENDANT WAIVED PRELIMINARY HEARING. __ WRITTEN WAIVER FILED 
DEFENDANT WAIVED SPEEDY PRELIMINARY HEARING. __ WRITTEN WAIVER FILED 
COURT GAVE THE DEFENDANT HIS/HER RIGHTS IN THIS MATTER. 
COUNSEL SAW NO REASON WHY WAIVER SHOULD NOT BE ACCEPTED. 
WRITTEN OFFER SIGNED BY DEFENDANT AND FILED WITH THE COURT. 
COURT ACCEPTED WAIVER. 
DEFENDANT WAS BOUND OVER TO DISTRICT COURT. 
COUNSEL MOVED FOR BOND REDUCTION. 
BOND WILL REMAIN THE SAME. __ O.R. RELEASE 
BOND RESET AT$ ____ (BOND IS FOR THIS CASE ONLY, UNLESS OTHERWISE POSTED) 
PRELIMINARY HEARING TO BE HELD __ SEE PAGE 2 
COUNSEL MOVED FOR THE EXCLUSION OF WITNESSES __ COURT GRANTED. 
STATE DISMISSED THE CHARGE(S) _________________ _ 
STATE REDUCED THE CHARGE(S) TO: _________________ _ 
COURT GAVE DEFENDANT HIS/HER RIGHTS IN THIS MATTER. 
DEFENDANT ENTERED GUILTY PLEA TO THE REDUCED CHARGE. 
COURT ACCEPTED PLEA. __ SET FOR SENTENCING ON ________ _ 
SENTENCED: JAIL TIME:_______ SUSPENDED: ______ _ 
FINE$_____ SUSPENDED$______ COURT COST$ 
DRIVING PRIVILEGES SUSPENDED:________ R.P. ------
PROBATION: MONITORED PROBATION: _______ _ 
RESTITUTION: _________ _ 
OTHER: _____________________________ _ 
---------------------------------'19 
GRANT P. LOEBS 
Prosecuting Attorney 
for Twin Falls County 
P.O. Box 126 
Twin Falls, ID 83301 
Phone: (208) 736-4020 
Fax: (208) 736-4120 
DiSTH/CT CDUf..; 
·1 Vf/H 1:11•t<: CO 111 ·,_, •; ' j-• l,.;. ,..., I • l,1 f '> ' 
r-il.E D 
2007 /l,PR -4 AM 11: 02 
CLE:RK ___ m __ QEPUTY 
IN THE DISTRlCT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRlCT OF THE STATE 
OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TWIN FALLS 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
HUNVERTO P. ORTIZ, 

















Personally appears before me this _l __ day of April, 2007, Suzanne E. Craig, 
Chief Deputy Prosecuting Attorney, Twin Falls County, State ofidaho, and presents this 
Amended Complaint, pursuant to Idaho Criminal Rule 3 and based upon the sworn affidavit 
previously filed and incorporated herein by reference, that HUNVERTO P. ORTIZ a.k.a. 
HUMBERTO P. ORTIZ, did commit the following: 
Amended Criminal Complaint - l 
31 
POSSESSION OF A CONTROLLED SUBSTANCE 
Felony, I.C. 37-2732(c)(l) 
That the Defendant, HUNVERTO P. ORTIZ a.lea. HUMBERTO P. ORTIZ, on or about 
the 31 st day of January, 2007, in the County of Twin Falls, State ofldaho, did unlawfully possess 
a controlled substance, to-wit: Methamphetamine/ Amphetamine, a Schedule II controlled 
substance, in violation ofldaho Code Section 37-2732(c)(l). 
All of which is contrary to the form, force and effect of the statute in such case made and 
provided and against the peace and dignity of the State ofldaho. 
&, S9:!:E~~~1 
Chief Deputy Prosecuting Attorney 
Signed before me this _:i_ day of April, 2007. 
Judge 
Amended Criminal Complaint - 2 
32 
Couni-y t.:ii ';\,,,:; \'."; •.. 
IN THE D, r!ICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL __ ._;TRICT 
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TWIN FALLS fo,PP \ 3 
MAGISTRATE DIVISION 
MINUTES FOR PRELIMINARY HEARING 
®g·~·-·· -----~:-~---
,:;;7_;·-~t-·"·'¥_,,,,.,,." .... ,_ .. >;---·· · 
DATE: 4-\ °?)-07 JuDGE: _ _JH'-'-'cu--"""-_,_r_,1._· s~------
DEPUTY CLERK: __,S=----:&"="'"u-""'--t.le;-""""""'tt"'-""'"---
CASE # C'P- 07 - 917 
TIME: _ _,5"-··..,_( 5~==G-vv1c:..:.., ___ ~_ 
TAPE: B-54 (lliQor'Yl lo 




\-\umb--h. Posql.u'ocJ Or-l:-i2 
Defendant. 
THIS BEING THE TIME AND PLACE SET FOR PRELIMINARY HEARING IN THE ABOVE ENTITLED 
MATTER, THE DEFENDANT IS CHARGED WITH: _________________ _ 
Poss.essi Do D~ Gin±roll t:d .SJQs-6,,. ce 
COURT REVIEWED THE FILE. 
COURT READ THE COMPLAINT. __ COUNSEL WAIVED READING. 
DEFENDANT WAIVED PRELIMINARY HEARING. __ WRITTEN WAIVER FILED 
DEFENDANT WAIVED SPEEDY PRELIMINARY HEARING. __ WRITTEN WAIVER FILED 
COURT GAVE THE DEFENDANT HIS/HER RIGHTS IN THIS MATTER. 
COUNSEL SAW NO REASON WHY WAIVER SHOULD NOT BE ACCEPTED. 
WRITTEN OFFER SIGNED BY DEFENDANT AND FILED WITH THE COURT. 
COURT ACCEPTED WAIVER. 
DEFENDANT WAS BOUND OVER TO DISTRICT COURT. 
COUNSEL MOVED FOR BOND REDUCTION. 
BOND WILL REMAIN THE SAME. __ O.R. RELEASE 
BOND RESET AT$, ____ (BOND IS FOR THIS CASE ONLY, UNLESS OTHERWISE POSTED) 
STATE/ DEFENSE REQUESTED A CONTINUANCE. 
_L_ CONTINUED TO: A,~2 "1~ 07 @ 'o:lS ,:t.w),__ ____ _ 
PRELIMINARY HEARING TO BE HELD __ SEE PAGE 2 
COUNSEL MOVED FOR THE EXCLUSION OF WITNESSES __ COURT GRANTED. 
STATE DISMISSED THE CHARGE(S) _________________ _ 
STATE REDUCED THE CHARGE(S) TO: ___________________ _ 
COURT GAVE DEFENDANT HIS/HER RIGHTS IN THIS MATTER. 
DEFENDANT ENTERED GUILTY PLEA TO THE REDUCED CHARGE. 
COURT ACCEPTED PLEA. __ SET FOR SENTENCING ON ________ _ 
SENTENCED: JAIL TIME:_______ SUSPENDED: ______ _ 
FINE$_____ SUSPENDED$______ COURT COST$ _____ _ 
DRIVING PRIVILEGES SUSPENDED:________ R.P. _________ _ 
PROBATION: MONITORED PROBATION: _______ _ 
RESTITUTION: _________ _ 
OTHER: _____________________________ _ 
3 
Williams Law Office Chtd. 
Tim J. Williams 
PO Box 282 
401 Gooding Street N, Suite 101 
Twin Falls, ID 83303-0282 
208-736-0699 
Attorney for Defendant 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE STATE 
OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TWIN FALLS 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
v. 
HUMBERTO PASQUINAL ORTIZ, 
Defendant, 









) _______________ ) 
Case No.: CR-07-977 
W AIYER OF TIME FOR 
PRELIMINARY HEARING 
COMES NOW Defendant, and hereby waives his/her right to have a Preliminary Hearing within 
fomieen (14) days of the date of the charges being filed in this matter if incarcerated or twenty-one 
(21) if not incarcerated. Being fully informed, the Defendant hereby waives his/her time to the 
Preliminary Hearing in this matter. 
DATED this _I_~ of~7. 
WAIVER OF TIME FOR PRELIMINARY HEARING - I 
34 
1 ,, OIS_THICT cour,: 
' h IN f·A.tt.s co. IDJ, i-/' 
MAGISTRATEPROBATION FILED "·• 
TWIN FALLS, ID 83301 SY ---~ . .._ 
~
66_6;~~6 N. 2007 APR 19~· t1: 44 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICAL DISTRICT OF THE STATE 'i:>lpRX . 
IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUTNY OF TWIN F-A:b:bS---DEPUTY 
MAGISTRATE DIVISION 
*** 












Humverto Pasquinal Ortiz 
Defendant. 
) ... 
Comes now, Dennis B. Hatch, and ofmy own personal knowledge, on oath, deposes and states: 
1. That affiant is a dnly appointed and acting Court Compliance Officer for the Fifth Judicial 
District, Magistrate Court, in and for the County of Twin Falls, Idaho. 
2. On February l't, 2007, Judge Roger B. Harris, ordered Humverto P. Ortiz to be monitored by 
the Court Compliance Office, as a condition ofboud/O.R release. The Defendant violated the terms of 
his/her bond/O.R released by: 
A. The Defendant has tested positive for Methamphetamine/ Amphetamine on February 
7'1\ 2007, February 16th, 2007, and March 22", 2007. The Defendant failed to submit 
to weekly urinalysis as agreed upon on March 22nd, 2007. TI1e Defendant has failed to 
stay in contact with Court Compliance Officer. 
l~, A '\ , 2007. Dated this 1 day of ~C:1 
(7),ekl 111 l~\cz¼L 
Dennis B. Hatch 
Court Compliance Officer 
35 
SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN TO BEFORE ME this /€/ '/l.<.. day of Ap0 /,. UJO] 
'-~~ 
Notary in the State ofldah~ 
Residing at: Tu;,'N Fr\ 1..-C £. 
My commission Expires: 9 /1 z /--z,,o o '1 
t I 
36 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I hereby certify that on the /~ day of 4¥?0 l , 20 () ]-I caused to be 
served a true and correct copy of ~foregoing,bythe method indicated below, 





( ) U.S. Mail 
( ) Hand delivered 
( ) Faxed 
( ) U.S. Mail 
( ) Hand delivered 
( ) Faxed 
:ix:r_court Folder 
( ) U.S. Mail 
( ) Hand delivered 
( ),,Faxed 
tN&ourt Folder 
( ) U.S. Mail 
( ) Hand delivered 
( ) Faxed 
( ) Court Folder 
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GRANT P. LOEBS 
Prosecuting Attorney 
for Twin Falls County 
P.O. Box 126 
Twin Falls, Idaho 83303 
Phone: (208)736-4020 
Fax: (208)736-4120 
·1 i,1H/~THIC T ,COURT '· ,,~ 1·1U.LS CO /DAJ,O FILED .• " I 
2DD7 AP/1 20 PM 3: O g 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE STATE 
OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TWIN FALLS 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 













Case No. CR 07-977 
MOTION TO REVOKE BOND 
AND ISSUE WARRANT 
DOB
SSN
COMES NOW, Suzanne E. Craig, Chief Depnty Prosecuting Attorney for Twin Falls 
County, and moves the court for an Order to Revoke Bond and Issue a Warrant in the above-
entitled case. 
This motion is made for the following reason: 
1. On April 2, 2007, the Defendant read and initialed a 30 day cooperation 
MOTION TO REVOKE BOND AND ISSUE A WARRANT - 1 
38 
agreement with the Twin Falls County Prosecutor's Office. Item number 
agreement states "Do you understand that you are to keep in constant contact with 
this agency while assisting us?." He indicated he understood. The supervising 
officer further explained to Hunverto Ortiz that he need to call him everyday by 
nine o'clock a.m. The defendant stated he understood and initialed the agreement. 
(See attached Affidavit of Probable Cause in Support of Criminal Complaint 
dated April 15, 2007). 
2. The officer has not had any contact with the defendant from April 5, 2007, to 
April 17, 2007. 
3. The defendant has failed to fulfill the terms of the contract, therefore a Order to 
Revoke Bond and Issue a Warrant is requested. 
DATED this ,j}) day of April, 2007. 
Suzanne E. Craig 
Chief Deputy Prosecuting Attorney 
MOTION TO REVOKE BOND AND ISSUE A WARRANT - 2 
39 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I hereby certify that on the -2.D_ day of April, 2007, I served a copy of the foregoing 
MOTION TO REVOKE BOND AND ISSUE A WARRANT thereof into the mail slot for 
Timothy J. Williams located at the District Court Services Office and for delivery on the regular 
delivery route made every morning and afternoon to all Courthouse offices receiving mail from 
the Prosecutor's Office. 
~ Case Assis nt 
MOTION TO REVOKE BOND AND ISSUE AW ARRANT· 3 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TWIN FALL 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff 
vs. 




STATE OF IDAHO 
County of TWIN FALLS 
ss. 
CASE NO. 
AFFIDAVIT OF PROBABLE CAUSE 
IN SUPPORT OF CRIMINAL 
COMPLAINT/CITATION 
I, Detective S. WARD, of the IDAHO STATE POLICE being first 
duly sworn, on oath deposes and says: 
1. That I am the same person whose name is subscribed to the 
attached complaint/citation. 
2. That a warrant of arrest be issued or bound revoked for 
the above named defendant for the crime(s) of: Possession 
of a Controlled Substance Methamphetamine Idaho Code 37-
2732 (a) (1) (A). 
AFFIDAVIT OF PROBABLE CAUSE 
IN SUPPORT OF CRIMINAL 
COMPLAINT/CITATION 
, ,L41 
3. Your AFFIANT believes that probable cause existed for said 
arrest and believes the crime (s) as set out above have 
been committed in Twin Falls County and that Hunverto 
Pasquinal Ortiz is the person who committed said crime(s). 
4. On January 31, 2007 Ortiz was arrested by Twin Falls 
County Sheriff's Department for possession of a controlled 
substance methamphetamine. 
5. On March 21, 2007 Ortiz met with your Affiant and Twin 
Falls County Deputy K. Mencil. Ortiz signed an Idaho State 
police Confidential Agreement and initialed all (16) C.I. 
agreements after your Affiant read and explained each one. 
The number 9 agreement states" Do you understand that you 
are to keep in constant contact with this agency while 
assisting us" . Your Affiant further explained to Ortiz 
that I needed a call from him every day by nine O'clock 
a.m. every day. Ortiz stated he understood and initialed 
the agreement. 
6. On April 2, 2007 Ortiz read and initialed a 30 day 
cooperation agreement with the Twin Falls County 
Prosecuting Attorneys Office. In paragraph b) it states, " 
The defendant agrees to maintain daily CONTACT WITH EITHER 
THE Idaho State Police (Scott Ward) and/or the Twin Falls 
Sheriff's office (Kenneth Mencil) and shall constantly 
AFFIDAVIT OF PROBABLE CAUSE 
IN SUPPORT OF CRIMINAL 
COMPLAINT/CITATION 
42 
divulge his place of residence and account for his 
whereabouts. Every day, the defendant must contact Scott 
Ward, Idaho State Police, and/or Ken Mencil, Twin Falls 
County Sheriff's office, as they direct. If either Ward or 
Mencil are not avaible, then the defendant must make 
contact with any designated officer as directed. Contact 
must be made by telephone or in person. It the defendant 
is unable to talk with one of the officers on the phone he 
must leave a message on the voice mail or answering 
machine of one of the officers. In the message, the 
defendant must state the date and time of the phone call". 
7. Ortiz field to call on APRIL 3, 2007. K. Mencil called 
Ortiz on your Affiants request to have Ortiz call. K. 
Mencil told your Affiant that he made contact with Ortiz 
and told him to call your Affiant. Your Affiant did not 
receive a call from Ortiz. Ortiz did not call on April 4, 
2007. On April 5, 2007 your Affiant received a call from 
Ortiz stating Pablo is out of dope and he turned off all 
his phones. Your Affiant told Ortiz to locate an address 
on Pablo. 
8. Your Affiant has had no contact with Ortiz from April 5, 
2007 to days date April 17, 2007. 
9. As pre the agreement the defendant has filed to work to 
AFFIDAVIT OF PROBABLE CAUSE 
IN SUPPORT OF CRIMINAL 
COMPLAINT/CITATION 
43 
fulfill the terms of the contract. On this date April 17, 
2007 your Affiant has notified the Twin Falls County 
Prosecutors office that Ortiz has not fulfilled the terms 
of the contract and your Affiant is filling by affidavit 
requesting Ortiz's OR release or bound be revoked at this 
time. 
That your AFFIANT requests a warrant of arrest, bound revoked, OR 
release revoked for Hunverto Pasquinal Ortiz for the crime(s) of: 
a.) Possession of a Controlled Substance Methamphetamine after 
observing the following probable cause: 
2007 
ARRESTING OFFICER 
SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN to 
2007. 
before me this lJ._day of A(i?~,\ o?CKJ], 
~A~ 
AFFIDAVIT OF PROBABLE CAUSE 
IN SUPPORT OF CRIMINAL 
COMPLAINT/CITATION 
Notary Public of Idaho 
Residing at1Lc>,..,_ Fc.\".5 , Idaho 




162 6m A VE. N. 
P.O.BOX 126 
TWIN FALLS, fD 83301 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICAL DISTRICT OF THE STATE OF 
IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUTNY OF TWIN FALLS 
MAGISTRATE DIVISION 
*** 












Humverto Pasquinal Ortiz 
Defendant. 
) *** 
Comes now, Dennis B. Hatch, and ofmy own personal knowledge, on oath, deposes and states: 
l. That affiant is a duly appointed and acting Court Compliance Officer for the Fifth Judicial 
District, Magistrate Court, in and for the County of Twin Falls, Idaho. 
2. On February l ' t, 2007, Judge Roger B. Hanis, ordered Humverto P. Ortiz to be monitored by 
the Court Compliance Office, as a condition ofbond/O.R. release. The Defendant violated the terms of 
his/her bond/O.R. released by: 
A. The Defendant has tested positive for Metbamlhetamine/ Amphetamine on February 
7'1\ 2007, February 16'\ 2007, and March 22", 2007. The Defendant failed to submit 
to weekly urinalysis as agreed upon on March 22nd, 2007. The Defendant has failed to 
stay in contact with Court Compliance Officer. 
, 2007. 
ClJe )/) \'1 l :::, L~z¾1L 
Dennis B. Hatch 
Court Compliance Officer 
. ,,,_, 45 
SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN TO BEFORE ME this / 1 11,_ day of Apn / / UJ O] 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I hereby certify that on the Ji day of A Or\\ , 20 () ]- I caused to be 
served a true and correct copy of the foregoing, b} the method indicated below, 





( ) U.S. Mail 
( ) Hand delivered 
( ) Faxed 
( ) U.S. Mail 
( ) Hand delivered 
( ) Faxed 
ix:rcourt Folder 
( ) U.S. Mail 
( ) Hand delivered 
( ).-.Faxed 
cR.gourt Folder 
( ) U.S. Mail 
( ) Hand delivered 
( ) Faxed 
( ) Court Folder 
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Grant P. Loebs 
Prosecuting Attorney 
for Twin Falls County 
P.O. Box 126 
Twin Falls, Idaho 83303 
Phone: (208)736-4020 
Fax: (208)736-4120 
______ , __ DEPUTY 
IN THE DISTRJCT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRlCT OF THE STATE 
OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TWIN FALLS 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 













Case No. CR 07-977 
ORDER TO REVOKE BOND 
AND ISSUE WARRANT 
DOB
SSN:
Based upon the State's Motion to Revoke Bond and Issue a Warrant, \jJ C'}Jv /i y, J \ 
IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that the defendant's bond is revoked and a warrant shall b~~, 
issued for the Defendant's arrest. (j \J \ 
Dated this __ day of April, 2007. 
Magistrate Judge 
MOTION TO REVOKE BOND AND ISSUE AW ARRANT - 4 
18 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I hereby ce1tify that on the __ day of ________ , 2007, I served a copy of 
the foregoing ORDER TO REVOKE BOND AND ISSUE A WARRANT thereof to the 
following: 
Suzanne E. Craig 
Deputy Prosecuting Attorney 
Timothy J. Williams 
Attorney for the Defendant 
[ ] Court Folder 
[ ] Court Folder 
Deputy Clerk 
MOTION TO REVOKE BOND AND ISSUE A WARRANT - 5 
IN THE D. r!ICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL ,TRICT 
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TWIN FJ\!J~?,;';, 
MAGISTRATE DIVISION TWIN Fil i .' 
MINUTES FOR PRELIMINARY HEARING 
JUDGE: l~t>Ll.D~~ Sicow DATE: 4-2~Lft!!fi7 !~M 10, 4s 
DEPUTY CLERK: ~~ e;:tl:::... TIME: s ·.SQ Q.-N\ 
CASE # cJ)_ 07-977 TAPE: 8 : 3Li-- '12) :::, n 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, ATTY: .S.,\.;21:1:::vw,c:::---frt,.£,51• , 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
I\ c___ & iMbu: to ATTY: =cm \Jill ~'Q...N\.:'.) 
Defendant. 
THIS BEING THE TIME AND PLACE SET FOR PRELIMINARY HEARING IN THE ABOVE ENTITLED 
MATTER, THE DEFENDANT IS CHARGED WITH: _________________ _ 
Pos.se~'SS'ioo cf C.oY\-:br::nLlrd &vis.be R-·~-----
COURT REVIEWED THE FILE. 
COURT READ THE COMPLAINT. __ COUNSEL WAIVED READING. 
DEFENDANT WAIVED PRELIMINARY HEARING. __ WRITTEN WAIVER FILED 
DEFENDANT WAIVED SPEEDY PRELIMINARY HEARING. __ WRITTEN WAIVER FILED 
COURT GAVE THE DEFENDANT HIS/HER RIGHTS IN THIS MATTER. 
COUNSEL SAW NO REASON WHY WAIVER SHOULD NOT BE ACCEPTED. 
WRITTEN OFFER SIGNED BY DEFENDANT AND FILED WITH THE COURT. 
COURT ACCEPTED WAIVER. 
DEFENDANT WAS BOUND OYER TO DISTRICT COURT. 
COUNSEL MOVED FOR BOND REDUCTION. 
BOND WILL REMAIN THE SAME. __ O.R. RELEASE 
BOND RESET AT$ ____ (BOND IS FOR THIS CASE ONLY, UNLESS OTHERWISE POSTED) 
STATE ~EOUESTED A CONTINUAlNg. 
CONTINUEDTO: S-1e-D, @ 8'- '--""""':::::,_ _____ _ 
PRELIMINARY HEARING TO BE HELD __ SEE PAGE 2 
COUNSEL MOVED FOR THE EXCLUSION OF WITNESSES __ COURT GRANTED. 
STATE DISMISSED THE CHARGE($) _________________ _ 
STATE REDUCED THE CHARGE(S) TO: _________________ _ 
COURT GAVE DEFENDANT HIS/HER RIGHTS IN THIS MATTER. 
DEFENDANT ENTERED GUILTY PLEA TO THE REDUCED CHARGE. 
COURT ACCEPTED PLEA. __ SET FOR SENTENCING ON ________ _ 
SENTENCED: JAIL TIME: ______ _ SUSPENDED: ______ _ 
FINE$_____ SUSPENDED$ _____ _ COURT COST$ _____ _ 
DRIVING PRIVILEGES SUSPENDED: -------- R.P. _________ _ 
PROB AT 10 N: __________ _ MONITORED PROBATION: _______ _ 
RESTITUTION: _________ _ 
OTHER: \1111 · \Di W c..w.s \o-eL,' wr., ±L.:s co sc. is c....ssl5V\.J:;:.¢ -h. t!\<. D~~ · 
---------------------------------50 
INTHE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL Dl$,Tif-!lr]R 91 ?M 211,2. 
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OFT-WlN FALtS 
MAGISTRATE DIVISION 'iJ'l----"Q~g~\\f 
STATE OF IDAHO, )) CASE NO: C(RpJ:. '7? }-!\ n _o~WutY 
Plaintiff, ) 7/..d':d-, 
) NOTIFICATION OF RIGHTS--
vs. ) FELONY 
Cfa;4,~-.. i 
Defendant. ) 
The purpose of this initial appearance is to advise you of your rights and charge(s) against you. 
• You have the right to be represented by an attorney at all times. 
• If you want an attorney, but cannot pay for one, the court will appoint one to help you. If you are 
found guilty or plead guilty, you may be ordered to reimburse Twin Falls County for the cost of 
your defense. 
• You have the right to remain silent. Any statement you make could be used against you. 
• You have the right to bail. 
• You have the right to a preliminary hearing before a judge. 
• The purpose of a preliminary hearing is to determine whether probable cause exists to believe 
you have committed the crime(s) charged. A preliminary hearing is not a trial to decide guilt or 
innocence. 
• You can cross-examine all witnesses who testify against you. 
• You can present evidence, testify yourself if you wish, and have witnesses ordered to testify by 
subpoena. 
• If the court finds probable cause exists that you committed the crime(s) charged, or if you waive 
your preliminary hearing, you will be sent to the District Court for arraignment. 
If you have any questions about the charge(s), about your rights or the court process, don't hesitate to 
speak up. It is important that you understand. 
Acknowledgment of Rights 
NOTIFICATION OF RIGHTS--1 
5 t 
Date 1j:J pf/?: 
Judge /;k n::,::S 
IN THE ,TRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL ,TRICT OF 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OFT 
MAGISTRATE DIVISION . t)J ' 
ARRAIGNMENT MINUTES 
\, Wf\~\ , i,v ., "' 
State of Idaho 
VS 
ll,1r1 bedu 
Attorney __ ,.,__. +-= . .u+>. =1-/Jcs'lt.,''.""Vj'-"+-. _G::,e"'c,/YI}..,_,,,_) if),__' 1---
Attomey _ _,_Y)"'"'-"0 ,/=)~ £1,djL,~· _,_,,,_J(,,_,,_f{l-+=,2J.""'--tJ~/ _ Ot:fi'z /- , ~ J 
Offense: ___ ilsJeSJ,o:n a:£ C LtJn frolk £J )4/2.J:~~C;:__ __________ _ 
¢Ppeared in person D Bond ----..\~?o OR release 
0 Failed to appear D Warrant issued ~ :~ 
0 OR to Court Compliance program 
Qye,fu~laint read D Def_91d8.nt waived readinyof probation violation O Probation violation read 
CT Rights and penalties given O Rd'gbts form signed [JA(ights and penalties understood 
D Defendant waived counsel D Private counsel ,, 0 to hire 
0 Public defender appointed D Public defender denied i§1ublic defender confirmed 
D Plead not guilty 
D Plead guilty 
0 PV - admit 
D PV -deny 
SENTENCE: 
D Pretrial ______________________ _ 
O)ient.encing ,;I. v' L £') 
[121' Prehm ,,1. II Q /0 ( @ ?,(,1 IS 
D Fugitive (ldentify),_1 ________________ _ 
D Court trial _____________________ _ 
D Admit/Deny set ___________________ _ 
D Evidentiary set ___________________ _ 
D Disposition set ___________________ _ 
D Status set _____________________ _ 
Jail ______ Days Suspended _______ .Days D Credit time served 
Fine$ Suspended $ _________ Court Cost$ _____ To be paid by: _______ _ 
D Public Defender Reimbursement $ _______ _ 
Driving Privileges Suspended ___ Days Beginnin~-------
0 Probation ___ months O Supervised _____ months 
Conditions of bond/OR release/probation: 
D Check in with public defender immediately upon release 
D Check in with court compliance officer 
D pt_· __ Days Absolute 
D No contact with __________________________________________ _ 
D Border patrol hold 
52 
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IN DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL D1s\j/~ld't:fl•l@1:m11.li\J 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TWIN F'Jl:CLS 
7.001 APR 21 Prl 2:. 2 













Case No: CR-20i{p9j>pp977 
, _____ ...--
vs. 
Humberto Pasquinal Ortiz, 
1485AnnyDrW 
Twin Falls ID 83301 
Defendant 
ORDER TO APPEAR 
You, Humberto Pasquinal Ortiz, the above named Defendant are notified and ordered to comply as 
follows: 
1. To personally appear at the Public Defender's Office, located at 231 4th Avenue North, 
Twin Falls, Idaho, on Immediately Upon Release , 20 __ at 
____ a.mJp.m. 
2. To keep the Public Defender's Office notified of your residential address, mailing 
address, phone number and place of employment. 
3. To personally appear at and to keep each appointment with your Public Defender and 
the Court. 
FAILURE TO COMPLY WITH THIS ORDER will result in the forfeiture of any bail posted or the 
revocation of your recognizance release, a warrant for your arrest and may result in the filing of 
contempt charges. 
GOOD CAUSE HAVING BEEN SHOWN, the Public Defender of Twin Falls County is hereby 
appointed to represent you. You may be ordered to reimburse Twin Falls County Idaho for all or 
part of the cost of legal representation. 





__ /_.Public Defen-'i.'.N_ 
_ ____,"'lc....,Prosecutor (,,-
/ Defendant 
ORDER TO APPEAR - 1 
Depuly Clerk 
" \_. ' 53 
~,,.,.,,.,, 
~WC'ii f n ~f,,.."'"~,~·· ~f"tq t-t\i'-'* ' _, 'f...~,..;,,,..,~,>,1>.\i-.; i 
. ~1 ~!Mdiciv,1 Dh""<sri:8 
IN THE TRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIA .STRICT~,11<:Hwt;,1 Fa!i,, - :,;;;,,~, ,,,,;;,,,,_, 
OF THE STAlt:: OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TWIN FALLS 
MAGISTRATE DIVISION MAY 1 " \o·'&-~ 
~-?,(M MINUTES FOR PRELIMINARY HEARING ~ · ·· · 
JUDGE: ~a h>r S±::o k.ef DATE: 5 - l B - D 7 - !l.,,~,:,,1.~;,I 
DEPUTY CLERK::'_,__~ hO--ftl x:fr: TIME: '8 ·. \5 Q....>'V\ 
::::CA.::::S::...E #'.'...:::::c~:P:,'==D=C)=-=s=7~7======---_:_TA:..::.P..::.E:'...==q=·~~~===::::;;:====et=e===CCIYI 5 
ATTY:........cS__,,.A,-2..,G,,,Ll"\"-"'--1'1.u7'._..i>Ci"'--'Co.....=-·:5'"1~-THE STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
\~ l.uM 'oct tc ATTY: 7J: (Y\ Wt w 0-.MS 
Defendant. 
THIS BEING THE TIME AND PLACE SET FOR PRELIMINARY HEARING IN THE ABOVE ENTITLED 
MATTER, THE DEFENDANT IS CHARGED WITH:. _________________ _ 
?os.ses'Si Do oC LQA-b-olJ ed Su.h~,_,_b""""'c.u' ..... e~-----
/ COURT REVIEWED THE FILE. 
COURT READ THE COMPLAINT. __ COUNSEL WAIVED READING. 
DEFENDANT WAIVED PRELIMINARY HEARING. __ WRITTEN WAIVER FILED 
DEFENDANT WAIVED SPEEDY PRELIMINARY HEARING. __ WRITTEN WAIVER FILED 
COURT GAVE THE DEFENDANT HIS/HER RIGHTS IN THIS MATTER. 
COUNSEL SAW NO REASON WHY WAIVER SHOULD NOT BE ACCEPTED. 
WRITTEN OFFER SIGNED BY DEFENDANT AND FILED WITH THE COURT 
COURT ACCEPTED WAIVER. 
DEFENDANT WAS BOUND OVER TO DISTRICT COURT. 
COUNSEL MOVED FOR BOND REDUCTION. 
BOND WILL REMAIN THE SAME. __ O.R. RELEASE 
BOND RESET AT$ ____ (BOND IS FOR THIS CASE ONLY, UNLESS OTHERWISE POSTED) 
STATE/ DEFENSE REQUESTED A CONTINUANCE. 
CONTINUED TO: ___________________ _ 
_,/ PRELIMINARY HEARING TO BE HELD ,_..-/ SEE PAGE 2 
/ COUNSEL MOVED FOR THE EXCLUSION OF WITNESSES ~ COURT GRANTED. --
STATE DISMISSED THE CHARGE(S) _________________ _ 
STATE REDUCED THE CHARGE(S) TO: _________________ _ 
COURT GAVE DEFENDANT HIS/HER RIGHTS IN THIS MATTER. 
DEFENDANT ENTERED GUILTY PLEA TO THE REDUCED CHARGE. 
COURT ACCEPTED PLEA. __ SET FOR SENTENCING ON ________ _ 
SENTENCED: JAIL TIME:_______ SUSPENDED: ______ _ 
FINE$_____ SUSPENDED$,______ COURT COST$ _____ _ 
DRIVING PRIVILEGES SUSPENDED:________ R.P. _________ _ 
PROBATION: MONITORED PROBATION: _______ _ 
RESTITUTION: _________ _ 
OTHER: _____________________________ _ 
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Date: 5/18/2007 
Time: 10:11 AM 
Page 1 of 1 
Fifth Judicial District Court - Twin Falls County 
Minutes Report 
Case: CR-2007-0000977 
Defendant: Ortiz, Humberto Pasquinal 
Selected Items 
User: BARTLETT 
Hearing type: Preliminary Minutes date: 05/18/2007 
08:15 AM 
08:15AM 




Minutes clerk: Shelley Bartlett Audio tape number: 
Prosecutor: Grant Loebs 
Defense attorney: Timothy J Williams 
Tape Counter: 933 
Tape Counter: 934 
Tape Counter: 945 
Tape Counter: 952 
Tape Counter: 952 
Tape Counter: 1004 
Tape Counter: 1006 
Tape Counter: 1007 
Tape Counter: 1007 
Tape Counter: 1007 
Court called the case. 
State's 1st witness, Jay Wiggins was called to the stand. Deputy Wiggins was duly sworn 
and examined by Ms. Craig. 939 Witness identified the defendant. 943 State's Exhibit 1, 
copy of lab slip was marked, and identified. 944 State's Exhibit 1 was offered and 
admitted without objection. 
Mr. Williams cross examined. 
Witness is excused. 
State's 2nd witness, Morgan Case was called to the stand. Deputy Case was duly sworn 
and examined by Ms. Craig. 956 Witness identified the defendant. 
Mr. Williams cross examined. 
Witness is excused. State rested. No witnesses from the defense. 
Ms. Craig gave closing argument. 
Mr. Williams gave closing argument. 
Court gave findings. Defendant was bound over to District Court. 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF T;~;li:1ii%il!'i 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TWIN FALLS 
MAGISTRATE DIVISION 











HUMBERTO PASQUINAL ORTIZ, 
Defendant. 
Case No. CR-2007-0000977 
ORDER HOLDING 
DEFENDANT TO ANSWER TO 
DISTRICT COURT 
____________ ) 
Defendant having freely, knowingly and voluntarily waived a preliminary 
hearing, I order that defendant be held to answer to the charge(s) of: 
137-2732/C)( 1) Controlled Substance-Possession Of in the District 
Court 
From the evidence presented, I find that the offense(s) of: 
137-2732(C)(1) Controlled Substance-Possession Of has/have been 
committed and there is sufficient cause to believe the defendant is guilty 
thereof. I order that defendant be held to answer in the District Court. 
DATED-1--tt.~"'>-,=\--~\~3'-+--~-o_v~· _(_;_ __ _ 
\ \ 
CC: Grant Loebs 
Timothy J Williams 
ORDER HOLDING DEFENDANT TO ANSWER TO DISTRICT COURT - 1 56 
GRANT P. LOEBS 
Prosecuting Attorney 
for Twin Falls County 
P.O. Box 126 
Twin Falls, Idaho 83303 
Phone: (208) 736-4020 
Fax: (208) 736-4120 
"iT:t:cr COURT 
·,:/\'11·,, ''0 lrlh'-'[) 
I ,''\• .. ,. ,_._.,) V •• >• • 1• l 
FiL.EfJ 




____ ... :~;-···DEPUTY 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE STATE 
OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TWIN FALLS 






HUNVERTO PASQUINAL ORTIZ,) 
) 
Defendant. ) 
Case No. CR 07-977 
INFORMATION FOR FELONIES, 
Part I - POSSESSION OF A 
CONTROLLED SUBSTANCE 
Part II - SECOND OFFENSE OF UNIFORM 
CONTROLLED SUBSTANCE ACT 
DOB
SSN:
Suzanne E. Craig, Chief Deputy Prosecuting Attorney for Twin Falls County, State of 
Idaho, who in the name and by the authority of said State, prosecutes in its behalf, in proper 
person, comes now into said District Court of the County of Twin Falls, State ofidaho, and gives 
the Court to understand and be informed that HUNVERTO PASQUINAL ORITZ, the above-
named defendant, is accused by this Information of the crimes of POSSESSION OF A 
CONTROLLED SUBSTANCE, a Felony, and a SECOND OFFENSE OF UNIFORM 
CONTROLLED SUBSTANCE ACT, enhancement. 
Information - I 
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POSSESSION OF A CONTROLLED SUBSTANCE 
Felony, I.C. 37-2732(c)(l) 
That the Defendant, HUNVERTO PASQUINAL ORTIZ, on or about the 31'' day of 
January, 2007, in the County of Twin Falls, State ofidaho, did unlawfully possess a controlled 
substance, to-wit: Methamphetamine/ Amphetamine, a Schedule II controlled substance, in 
violation ofidaho Code Section 37-2732(c)(l). 
DATED this _ill_ day of May, 2007. 
Suzanne E. Craig 
Chief Deputy Prosecuting Attorney 
Information - 2 
·,. \,, 58 
INFORMATION PART II 
SECOND OFFENSE OF UNIFORM CONTROLLED SUBSTANCE ACT 
J.C. 37-27391'.'~ I \1--{v, 
That the defendant, HUNVERTO P ASQUINAL ORTIZ, was previously found guilty of 
or convicted ofa violation of section 37-2732B(A)(4), Idaho Code, to wit: Drug Trafficking in 
Methamphetamine/Amphetamine, on October 23, 2000, in case number CR 99-4130, in the 
County of Twin Falls, State ofidaho. 
DATED this -, [(6' day of May, 2007. 
Suzanne E. Craig 
Chief Deputy Prosecuting Attorney 
Information - 3 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I hereby ce1iify that on the & day of May, 2007, I served a copy of the foregoing 
INFORMATION thereof into the mail slot for Timothy J. Williams located at the District 
Court Services Office and for delivery on the regular delivery route made every morning and 
afternoon to all Courthouse offices receiving mail from the Prosecutor's Office. 




Williams Law Office Chtd. 
Tim J. Williams 
PO Box 282 
401 Gooding Street N, Suite 101 
Twin Falls, ID 83303-0282 
208-736-0699 
Attorney for the Defendant 
TnlGT COURT 
i. f";\US CO .• IDAHO 
;·:: !L..f:D 




IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE STATE 
OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TWIN FALLS 
* * * * * 
STATE OF IDAHO, ) 
) Case No.: CR-07-977 
Plaintiff, ) 
) 
V. ) MOTION FOR BOND REDUCTION 
) 
HUMBERTO PASQUINAL ORTIZ;' ) 
) 
Defendant, ) ______________ ) 
COMES NOW Defendant, by and through his attorney of record, Tim J. Williams of Williams Law 
Office Chtd., and hereby moves this Court for Bond Reduction in the above-entitled matter. 
DATED this 1'1 day of June, 2007. 
Ti~ 
MOTION FOR BOND REDUCTION - 1 
, .. u 62 
CERTIFICATE OF DELIVERY 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on the J!L day of June, 2007, I caused a true and correct copy of 
the foregoing to be delivered via hand deli{rery, by placing the same in the box located at the Twin 
Falls County Comthonse, addressed to: 
Grant Loebs 
Twin Falls County Prosecuting Attorney 
MOTION FOR BOND REDUCTION - 2 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE )Id--
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR TWIN FALLS COUNTY DISTRICT COURT 
!!j"lt '"" ,,,,,,~,lh,, ij (l'.;:'A, J , Fifth Judicial District J ~ili,,i·A "11,"°"'' J,,,,c liH' . h '''Ii" ,n •. ,,ra:i, fl" County ofTwln Falls. State of Idaho C136')<>,!/\)l'ln,p ,.!, Q ,J;l .Qr.$ts'0.- M 
Clerk: Dorothy McMullen 
Reporter: Sabrina Torres 




ld u n vu 1o Pa<:.Bu; n ,d COd7 z.. ~ 
Defendant ) 
State: C?asi1~cf ~ 
Custody Status ( ) 
Hearing:~~ VKP.Mf: 
.JUN 1 8 2007 
By ___ jr·-----,~ 
: · Clerk 
Deputy Clerk· 
Court Minutes 
Case No, CR (]7-q77 
DATE: TIME: 
Ip ·I 'i? -OJ C/100 ,tk(,, 
Other: 
Defendant ( 
Name verified ( t-Yf>ublic Defender Appointed/Confirmed ( vrRights given ( ,y· 
LJo'.5c/:o) /f~~M«L:l;.,f__ LUJfg.«rH/ 7ae'e.,;- '} /&k:_/~,tj· 
~f#1lcUJ n, OM '1 !AA, u/dh;U!J<V<f a, C ~e 
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DISTRICT COlJRT 
Fifth Judiciai District 
County of Twin Fafls · State of Idaho 
JUN 21' 2007 
fl: c/C A ,f/\ By ________ ~
~ Clerk 
Deputy Clerk 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TWIN FALLS 










Case No. CR 07-977 
SCHEDULING ORDER Vs 
HUNVERTO PASQUINAL ORTIZ, 
Defendant. 
This matter came on for hearing before the Honorable Randy J. Stoker, 
District Judge. Appearing was the above-named defendant with counsel, 
Tim Williams; Rosemary Emory appeared on behalf of the State of Idaho. 
NOW THEREFORE, IT IS ORDERED that the following dates shall govern 
trial of this case: 
1. Pretrial Motions must be filed within 28 days of arraignment and noticed 
for hearing on Law & Motion day within 14 days from filing. However, a 
motion pursuant to I.C.R. 22 must be filed within 20 days from the date of 
arraignment. The moving party shall also file a brief setting forth 1) the 
grounds for relief sought, 2) the factual basis supporting the motion, 3) the 
legal authority supporting the motion and 4) legal argument applying the law 
and facts. 
2. Pretrial discovery is to be completed 35 days prior to the trial date. The 
Prosecuting Attorney must review the law enforcement agency's file prior to 
the pre-trial conference to make sure all reports or evidence are disclosed to 
defense counsel. 
65 
3. Expert testimony. All defense medical or expert testimony witnesses 
must be disclosed on or before the pre-trial date. If that expert prepares a 
written report, it must be given to opposing counsel prior to the pre-trial date. 
4. Jury Instructions. Counsel must submit their proposed instructions to the 
Court ten days prior to the trial date. 
5. Exhibit and Witness lists must be filed 20 days prior to the trial to be used 
in preliminary jury instructions and to limit trial issues. 
6. Exhibits. Counsel will meet with the clerk to mark and/or to stipulate to 
exhibits at the pre-trial conference. 
NOTICE OF TRIAL AND PRETRIAL IS ATTACHED 
Time calculations are governed by Idaho Criminal Rules. 
DATED this 20th day of June 2007. 
Alternate Judges: Notice is hereby given that the presiding judge assigned 
to this case intends to utilize the provisions of I.C.R. 25(a)(6). Notice is also 
given that if there are multiple defendants, any disqualification pursuant to 
I.C.R. 25(a)(1) is subject to a prior determination under I.C.R. 25(a)(3). The 
panel of alternate judges consists of the following judges who have 
otherwise not been disqualified in this action: Judges Bevan, Butler, Elgee, 
Higer, Hurlbutt, Meehl, Melanson and Wood. 
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Williams Law Office Chtd. 
Tim J. Williams/ ISB# 3910 
PO Box 282 
401 Gooding Street N, Suite 101 
Twin Falls, ID 83303-0282 
Telephone: 208-736-0699 
Fax: 208-736-0508 
Attorney for the Defendant 
DISTRICT COURT 
i WIH FALLS CO., !DAHO 
FILED 
2001 JUN 29 AM 8: 01 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE STATE 
OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TWIN FALLS 
* * * * * 






HUMBERTO PASQUINAL ORTIZ, ) 
) 
Defendant, ) 
Case No. CR-07-977 
EXPARTE MOTION FOR 
PRELIMINARY HEARING 
TRANSCRIPT 
COMES NOW Tim J. Williams of Williams Law Office Chtd., and hereby moves this court for 
an order that a transcript of the preliminary hearing held on May 18, 2007 be prepared at county 
expense. It is anticipated at this time that this matter will go to trial. 
DATED this _;;J.5(_ day of June, 2007. 
Tim;Ts ~u 
MOTION FOR TRANSCRIPT - l 
' ' 67 
CERTIFICATE OF DELIVERY 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on the~ day of June, 2007, I caused a true and correct copy of 
the foregoing to be delivered, with all charges prepaid, by the method indicated below, addressed 
to: 
Grant Loebs 
Twin Falls County Pros Atty 
PO Box 126 
Twin Falls, ID 83303-0126 








OR T' , . Wil iams 
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Williams Law Office Chtd. 
Tim J. Williams /ISB# 3910 
PO Box 282 
401 Gooding Street N, Suite 101 
Twin Falls, ID 83303-0282 
Telephone: 208-736-0699 
Fax: 208-736-0508 
Attorney for the Defendant 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE STATE 
OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TWIN FALLS 
* * * * * 






HUMBERTO PASQUINAL ORTIZ, ) 
) 
Defendant, ) 
Case No. CR-07-977 
EXPARTE ORDER FOR 
PRELIMINARY HEARING 
TRANSCRIPT 
Based upon defendants Motion it is hereby ordered that a transcript of the preliminary hearing 
held on May 18, 2007, be prepared at county expense. 
DATED this ~ayof~07. 
ORDER FOR TRANSCRJPT - 1 
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CERTIFICATE OF DELIVERY 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on the J day of Ju~ 2007, I caused a true and correct copy of 
the foregoing to be delivered, with all charges prepafd, by the method indicated below, addressed 
to: 
Grant Loebs 
Twin Falls County Pros Atty 
PO Box 126 
Twin Falls, ID 83303-0126 
Tim J Williams 
ORDER FOR TRANSCRJPT - 2 








Fifth Judicial District 
County of Twin Falls· State of Idaho 
MAGISTRATE PROBATION 
162 6™ A VE. N. 
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TWIN FALLS, ID 83301 Deputy Clerk 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICAL DISTRICT OF THE STATE OF 
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HUNVERTO PASQUINAL ORTIZ 
Defendant, 
Comes now, Israel G. Enriquez Jr. and ofmy own personal knowledge, on oath, deposes and states: 
1. That affiant is a duly appointed and acting Court Compliance Officer for the Fifth Judicial 
District, Magistrate Court, in and for the County of Twin Falls, Idaho. 
2. On February I, 2007 Judge Roger B. Harris ordered Hunverto P. Ortiz to be monitored by the 
Court Compliance Office, as a condition ofbond/0.R. release. The Defendant violated the terms of 
his/her bond/0 .R. released by: 
a. On July 2 and July 30, 2007 the Defendant tested positive for Amphetamines. Results 
were verified by Sterling Laboratories. 
b. On July 23, 2007 the Defendant missed his scheduled appointment and UA with the 
Court Compliance Officer and gave no explanation why. Also on April 19, 2007 an 
Affidavit of Non-Compliance was filed against the Defendant for failing three Drug tests 
for Methamphetamines/ Amphetamines and failing to keep in contact with the Court 
Compliance Officer. On June 18, 2007 the Defendant was allowed to retnm to Court 
Compliance. 
Datedthis & , 2007. 
Court Compliance Officer 
--a:: 
.9 71 
SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN TO BEFORE ME this Ly of __ ¥-----A---c.-------· 
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DISTRICT C0,1,JRT 
Fifth Judicial District 
County of Twin Falls - State of Idaho 
AUG - 6 2007 
By I :oo/.it'. 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF-::T-:-:H-:::E--,,(M---:...:...__;_.;oiec...,..,k 
ii', \ Deputy Clerk 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TWIN FALLS 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff. 













ORDER REVOKING BOND 
AND ORDERING BENCH 
WARRANT 
Case No. CR 07-977 
THIS MATTER is before the court on the court's own motion. The Defendant 
has been released on bond and placed in the Court Compliance Program. The 
Court has received and reviewed the affidavit of Court Compliance Officer, Israel G. 
Enriquez Jr. dated August 2, 2007. Based upon the affidavit, the Defendant is in 
violation of the terms of his release for violating the court compliance terms. 
Therefore, it is hereby ORDERED that the Defendant's release is 
REVOKED. Bond previously posted in the sum of $10,000.00 is also REVOKED. A 
bench warrant will be issued for the defendant's arrest with bond in the sum of 
$50,000.00. In the event that the Defendant posts bond again, he is ORDERED to 
remain subject to the rules and conditions of the court compliance program. 
DATED this &day of August, 2007. 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I hereby certify that on this 6rd day of August 2007 I served a true and 
correct copy of the foregoing Order, by Court Mail to: 
Grant Loebs 
Twin Falls County Prosecutor 
Twin Falls, Idaho 
Tim Williams 
Attorney at Law 
Twin Falls, Idaho 
Kristina Glascock, Clerk 
g~~~ 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TWIN FALLS 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff. 
HUNVERTO PASQUINAL ORTIZ, 
Defendant. 
) ARREST WARRANT 
) 
) 
) Case No. CR 07-977 
) 
) Bond $50,000.00 
) CASH OR SURETY 
) Warrant Expires 8-3-08 
) 
) D.O. B. SSN
TO ANY SHERIFF, CONSTABLE, MARSHALL OR POLICEMAN OF THE STATE 
OF IDAHO: 
THE ABOVE NAMED DEFENDANT WAS: 
_ Original Charge of Possession of a Controlled Substance 
_ Failed to Comply with Court Compliance Agreement 
YOU ARE HEREBY COMMANDED to arrest the above named defendant 
and deliver him into custody to be brought before this Court and dealt with 
according to law. 
Bood ~I at $ r:;r 00 CASH OR SURET/4 




I WIN FAL!lS CO. IDMID 
l"ILE'.O 
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NOTIFICATION OF RIGHTS·· 
FELONY 
The purpose of this initial appearance is to advise you of your rights and charge(s) against you. 
• You have the right to be represented by an attorney at all times. 
• If you want an attorney, but cannot pay for one, the court will appoint one to help you. If you are 
found guilty or plead guilty, you may be ordered to reimburse Twin Falls County for the cost of 
your defense. 
• You have the right to remain silent. Any statement you make could be used against you. 
• You have the right to bail. 
• You have the right to a preliminary hearing before a judge. 
• The purpose of a preliminary hearing is to determine whether probable cause exists to believe 
you have committed the crime(s) charged. A preliminary hearing is not a trial to decide guilt or 
innocence. 
• You can cross-examine all witnesses who testify against you. 
• You can present evidence, testify yourself if you wish, and have witnesses ordered to testify by 
subpoena. 
• If the court finds probable cause exists that you committed the crime(s) charged, or if you waive 
your preliminary hearing, you will be sent to the District Court for arraignment. 
If you have any questions about the charge(s), about your rights or the court process, don't hesitate to 
speak up. It is important that you understand .. 
Acknowledgment of Rights 
I have read this entire document and I understand these rights set forth above. 
2-l'?-Q7 
Date 
NOTIFICATION OF RIGHTS··1 
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Offense: _ __,f,'--'4-; I f o Car,,,,t1jt lc.J ,- fh ~~~~_Leu/kc.ft y_,bs±RMC'L 
~ared in person D Bond ____ ~airnnt D OR release D OR to Court Compliance program 
0 Failed to appear D Warrant issued 
D Complaint read D D_1gndant waived readi.ng of probation violation D Probation violation read 
~ts and penalties given GJ,-R'ights form signed [J,..Ri"girts and penalties understood 
0 Defendant waived counsel D Private counsel----~-------~-- Q}~.1f 
D Public defender appointed D Public defender denied g,pur;lic defender confirmed / C.O v1 (~ , 
D Plead not guilty [j;yl'retrial _A1Aq,, 4 ± cl-7 d0()7 (@, Y: ',00 Q[1A ./ 
D Plead guilty D Sentencing tl 1 · J 




D Fugitive (Identify), _________________ _ 
D Court trial ___________________ _ 
D Admit/Deny set __________________ _ 
D Evidentiary set __________________ _ 
0 Disposition set --~----------------0 Status set ____________________ _ 
Jail ______ Days Suspended ______ Days D Credit time served 
Fine$ Suspended $. _________ Court Cost$ _____ To be paid by: _______ _ 
D Public Defender Reimbursement$ ______ _ 
Driving Privileges Suspended. ___ Days Beginnin,,__ ______ _ 
D Probation __ months D Supervised, _____ months 
Conditions of bond/OR release/probation: 
D Check in with public defender immediately upon release 
D Check in with court compliance officer 
D 1'1 __ Days Absolute 
D No contact with, ________________________________________ _ 
D Border patrol hold 
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!iY.------- c1;~nt1 -· 
Case No: CR-2007,00009 ·_ 
El'UTY 
ORDER TO A:PPl:11: --
Hunverto Pasquinal Ortiz, 
1485 Anny Dr W 
Twin Falls ID 83301 
Defendant. 
You, Hunverto Pasquinal Ortiz, the above named Defendant are notified and ordered to comply as 
follows: 
1. To personally appear at the. Publiq.,Defe
1
nder's Ofii,cehlocated at 231 4th Avenue North, 
Twin Falls Idaho on ummeu1me )/Upon ne1case 20 at 
' ' 
---,- a.m./p.m. 
2. To keep the Public Defender's Office notified of your residential address, mailing 
address, phone number and place of employment. 
3. To personally appear at and to keep each appointment with your Public Defender and 
the Court. 
FAILURE TO COMPLY WITH THIS ORDER will result in the forfeiture of any bail posted or the 
revocation of your recognizance release, a warrant for your arrest and may result in the filing of 
contempt charges. 
GOOD CAUSE HAVING BEEN SHOWN, the Public Defender of Twin Falls County is hereby 
appointed to represent you. You may be ordered to reimburse Twin Falls County Idaho for all or 
part of the cost of legal representation. 
Dated this 13th day of August, 2007. 
Copies to: {'Public Defender 
• Prosecutor 
-;;:::.---,..Defendant 
ORDER TO APPEAR - 1 78 
August 20, 2007 
Honorable Randy Stoker 
Magistrate Judge 
DISTRICT COURT 
Fifth Judicial District 
County of Twin Falls · State of Idaho 
AUG 2 1 2007 Twin Falls County Courthouse 
P.O. Box 126 
By ',(J() AM 
Clerk 
Twin Falls, ID 83303-0126 
D•puty Clerk 
RE: Hunverto P. Ortiz 
Dear Judge Stoker: 
My name is Norma Sanchez-Ortiz, the wife ofHunverto Ortiz. The reason for 
this letter is to ask for a bond reduction on behalf of my husband. I am asking for a bond 
reduction for a few reasons. Financially, Hunverto is needed to help pay our debts and 
help support our daughter. We were both working full time. Things are getting a little 
tougher on me since we don't have that extra income coming in. Having a baby and 
taking care of our finances on my own has been overwhelming. 
Hunverto is the father of our seven month old daughter named He. is an 
excellent father and a very big part of her life. is at that age right now where 
she's learning a lot of new things that I feel her dad should be here to enjoy. This is an 
exciting and special time in our lives that should be spent together. 
Hunverto is a volunteer firefighter for the Wendell Fire Department for about four 
months. He has been highly recognized for doing such excellent work and for doing 
things beyond Chief Bob's expectations. He was in the process of taking a test to 
become one of the head crew leaders at the fire station. He has also applied for a position 
at the Twin Falls Fire Department. On Saturday August 11th, he participated in a 
practice physical agility test that the Twin Falls Fire Department held as an opportunity 
for the applicants to familiarize themselves with the different obstacles. He passed five 
out of the six obstacles. On Friday, August 25'\ he should be taking the physical agility 
test, which upon completion, he would be assigned an oral interview date and time. I 
believe that my husband has an excellent chance to be a Twin Falls Firefighter. 
I would like to thank you for taking time out of your busy schedule to read this 







IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT Ofi=jjl™/J:i.idicial Distrip~aho 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR TWIN FALLS COUNTYCountyo!Twln Falls-siateo 
Judge: Randy J. Stoker 
Clerk: Dorothy McMullen 
Reporter: Sabrina Torres 








Courtroom # 2.. 
Court Minutes 
AUG 2 7 2007 
By_l,4-------,cSiilelrkrk 
--f..J,J------D,;-::•:::;;;PUlY Clerk 
H 11 nvexTD P0,.s~1µ,oaJ Oi--tJ z. \ Case No. CR 07-C/77 
Defendant. , ) DATE: ·S~_, 2-;;ir-07 
State: ~;ai. =;, 3~other: 
cJ, (), ~ 
Defense: Jz//'\ W ~ Defendant ( v( 
Custody Status ( / c}-
Hearing: :h dn J o.J. .> 
TIME: 
':{-• O[) fc hL, 
Name verified ( ) Public Defender Appointed/Confirmed ( ) Rights given ( ) 
(4•,57;31q) :&ao,, OJ /-;t./4£, ~- /Ji,,, V;,du~ 
rµlw4ed. /?£.,: bi ffiA«I vf ,d«p~· /Jw, ~ d-:&/.e.d,u( 
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Williams Law Office Chtd. 
Tim J. Williams 
PO Box 282 
401 Gooding Street N, Suite 101 
Twin Falis, ID 83303-0282 
208-736-0699 
Attorney for the Defendant 
DISTRICT COURT 
I Wfl•l FALLS CO., IDAHO 
FILED 
2007 AUG 27 PM 2: 58 
BY __ J~LERK 
________ DEPUTY 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE STATE 
OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TWIN FALLS 
* * * * * 
STATE OF IDAHO, ) 
) Case No.: CR-07-977 
Plaintiff, ) 
) 
V. ) MOTION FOR BOND REDUCTION 
) 
HUMBERTO PASQUINAL ORTIZ, ) 
) 
Defendant, ) _______________ ) 
COMES NOW Defendant, by and through his attorney of record, Tim J. Williams of Williams Law 
Office Chtd., and hereby moves this Court for Bond Reduction in the above-entitled matter. 
DATED thisd7.. day of August, 2007. 
Tim J. Willi 
MOTION FOR BOND REDUCTION - I 
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CERTIFICATE OF DELIVERY 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on the 2:7day of August, 2007, I caused a true and correct copy 
of the foregoing to be delivered via hand delivery, by placing the same in the box located at the 
Twin Falls County Courthouse, addressed to: 
Grant Loebs 
Twin Falls County Prosecuting Attorney 
Legal Assistant 
Or Tim J. Will'ams 
MOTION FOR BOND REDUCTION - 2 
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DISTRICT COURT · 
f WlN FJ\,llS CO,, ID AHO. 
FILED 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT or:. THEaomoofl'Hf7JlfJJID3l:Sl3AJID 
DISTRICT OF THE STAfE OF IDAH~,J];J AND FOR . 
THE C()UNTY ()F TWIN FALLS _j. I CLEHH.LU;,\ 
· ~EP-UiFli'PUF 






IIUNVERTO ORTIZ. ) 
defendant. _ . __ ) 
q-r; 
Case no. CR-2007- 0-948-
MOTION TO SUPRESS 
COMES NOW, HUNVERTO ORTIZ, the defendant prose and 
hereby moves this honorable court for its order suppressing the 
evidence in the above entitled matter, as well as an order 
dismissing this case and all related charges for the following 
reasons; 
A,) that this Defendants State and Federal Constitutional rights 
have been violated .Pursuant to the 4th' 911 '. and 14TH_ A1nendments 
In addition, other violations to be stated on record in open court 
I,) that the police officers statements say that the first time they 
observed the defendant at 308 Eastland Drive South Twin Falls, 
ldaho. The defendant was backing out of the drive way as the 
police officer turned off of Eastland on to Highland passing behind 
the defondants car. The defendant then backed out and went the 
opposite direction. Upon turning the corner at Highland and 
Eastland toward Kimberly Road, the defendant noticed the police 
car hit his brake lights and turn around, in the n1icldle of Highland. 
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That the defendant was almost to Kimberly Road when he noticed 
'fhe police car round the corner of Highland and Eastland without 
slopping at Lhe slop sign. (nor was the over head lights activated) 
1 lo,vever Lhe police car was accelerating as the defendant could 
hear the engine winding up al a high R.P.M. 
The del'endanl made the traffic light at Kimberly Road and 
E:astland as it turned yellow .The del'endant rounded the corner. 
Shortly alter the police car came around the corner of Eastland and 
Kimberly Road, running the red light. The defendant seen that the 
slop light was green directly behind hin1.( and again without his 
over head lights being activated ) 
NOTE:That the police car was never at a constant rate of 
speed ,it never stopped only slowing down to turn the corners 
And accelerating rapidly to catch up to the defendants vehicle. 
PACING A RATE OF'SPEED 
That to pace another vehicle one must keep his own car at a 
constant speed and that being over a specific a1nount of ti1ne. 
The distance the car being paced gained, will tell you the rate 
of speed it is traveling. 
Being easiest when the maximum speed limit is reached by the 
pace car and held at that rate for a specific amount of time. 
then the distance of space that grew between the two cars 
would tell you the rate of speed the car being paced is traveling 
In addition, The distance it takes to pace a auto,nobile 
accurately is far greater than the two blocks, this police officer 
states in his report, and requires at least a mile or 1nore to show 
an accurate rate of speed being traveled by a vehicle paced. 
Thal by reading all the police reports, knowing the facts stated 
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above ,It becomes perfectly clear, that the reason given as probable 
cause is as for from the lruth as the 12asl is from the West. ... 
Maki11g it perl'ectly clear, the police ol'licer fully intended to stop 
a11d search the clel'endanls automobile, When lhe police officer seen 
lhe defendant leaving the residence at 308 Eastland Drive South 
Twill Falls, Idaho. (where his automobile had been worked on .... ) 
I le made an abrupl u- lun1,then accelerating rapidly , in order to 
initiate this lrai'l1c stop .... Cleor/\ 1 co11/in11ed when the police 
ofjicer rctn the stop sign ctl the corner ofI!igh!and and Eastland. 
( even though he never aclivaled the overhead lights.) 
No doubt in the defendants mind he was going to be pulled over. 
The police car obviously ran the red light at the corner of Eastland 
and Kimberly road and accelerated abruptly alter rounding the 
corner .... 
The police car is now a short distance behind you ..... 
Would you exceed the posted speed limit? (NO) 
In !'act the defendant changed lanes slowing down even father 
looking !'or a sale place to pull over .... 
THAT THE POLICE OFFICER FULLY INTENDED TO STOP 
THIS DEFENDANT WHEN, HE MADE THE U-TURN AND 
RAN THE STOP SIGN AND STOP LIGHT. THIS BEING A 
LONG TIME AND DISTANCE CKl'CHING UP TO THE 
DEFL'.NDANT ... INDANGERING THE LIVES OF OTHER 
CIVILIANS ALL FOR NO Rl•'.ASON. THEN SAYING THE 
PROl3AL3LE CAUSE FOR PULLING T.HE DEFENDANT OVER 
WAS BECAUSE THE OFFICER ALEDGEDLY PACED THE 
DL:FENDANTS VEHICLES SPEED IN A DISTANCE BEING 
LESS TIIAN ( 2) BLOCKS. 
That heing from 1700 lo I 900 und the gas station the defendant 
pulled over into was 011 the corner of /900. AND UNLESS Tl-IE 
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DEFENDANT TURNED INTO TI!E GAS STATION PARKING 
LOT AT 42 1\IPII Tl/E J>OLICF Ol•'FICER BY l/lS OIYN 
ST,/TE!vfl,'NT IS CLFARLY LYING TO Tl/IS HONORABLE 
COURT (Tho/ heing pe1'iun, ..... 1 
That the police officers reports state that they found(not 
counting what was later vacuumed up off the cars floor board) 
I-lad an exact amphetamine based substance weight equaling ( 
9.17 grams )quote" over a quarter of an ounce" 
HOWEVER; When the evidence was sent to the lab for testing 
the total amount of amphetamine based substance received was 
( 3.182 grams ) this including debris. ( sec lab report) 
MISSING AN AMIVIOlJNT TOTALING A DIFFERENCE ()F 
( 5.99 GRAMS) CLEARLY SM()WING S()MEONE HAS 
TAMPERED WITH Tl-IE EVIDENCE ANO BREAKING THE 
CHAIN ()F CUST()DY ...... . 
TflEREFORE: ~VITH TIIE FACTS LISTED ABOVE AS WELL 
AS BEING IN BLACK AND ~VII/TE IN Tl-IE POLICE 
OFFICERS O~VN REPORTS, AS ~VELLAS THE CERTIFIED 
LAB ROPORT. THIS DEFENDANT RESPECTFULLY MOVES 
TIii!;' flONORABLE COURT FOR AN ORDER SUPPRESSING 
ANY AND ALL EVIDENCE OBTAINED IN THE SEARCH OF 
THE DEFENDANTS' VEfllCLI? BECAUSE THE EVIDENCE 
I/AS BEEN TAMPERED ~VITI-/ AND FOR TfIE LACK OF 
PROBABLE CAUSE. AS Tl-IE TRAFFIC !•,'TOP WAS 
ACTUALLY INISHIATED IN VIOLATION OF THIS 
DEFENDANTS STATE AND FEDERAL CONSTITUTIONAL 
R/Gf!TS. 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I llUNVERTO ORTIZ DO HEREBY CERTIFY THAT ON THE 
1 DAY O F -4-V'9-c'$..:: , 2 0 0 7 . 
SENT OUT VIA. THE lJ.S. MAIL ONE TRUE AND ONE 
CORRE(CT COPY OF THIS MOTION TO SUPPRESS AND 
REQUEST TO DISMISS ·ro 'TllE FOLLOWING: 
( X) COURT CLERK PO. BOX 301 TWIN FALLS IDAHO 
83301 
( X) PROSICUTORS OFFICE PO. BOX 301 TWIN FALLS 
IDAHO 8330 I 




Dear Judge Stoker, 
DISTRICT CO,\JRT 
,.,fiilflti-.1.li.diclal District 
AUgUSto4rfl\1,id\i.llil'/Falls. State of Idaho 
AUG 2 7 2007 kM 
I am Veronica Mendiola I am the mother of Hunverto Pasquin~ Ortiz anc:fC cierk 
I am writing to ask you if you could please give my son a bond reduction. I Depu\y cierk 
along with my other children would like to get my son some help with his 
problem I know we can get him help out here. He has a wife and a 
daughter that need his support. I as his mother plan to do my best to 
support and help him in any way possible to get over this. Thank you for 
your time in this matter. 
Sincerely, 
... · T COURT 
Ql~ l f·\\C ·0 \ District 
F1itn
1
J\ldJ~1\~- State of Idaho county ct win ~ , 
Cristina Perez 
1116 Saddle Drive 
Filer, Idaho 83328 
(208) 326-5795 
. AUG 2 7 2007 0A1' 
By--:\--------~ 
____ JfL_- Oepu\Ycierf 
Honorable Judge Stoker, August 22, 2007 
My name is Cristina Perez I am writing to you in regards to my brother Hunverto 
Pasquinal Ortiz. He is incarcerated at TwinFalls County Jail. His bond has been set at an 
amount that we are not able to afford I know that he has done wrong but I would like to 
ask you to consider reducing his bond I would also like to ask you to please require him 
to attend some sort of rehabilitation meetings or Spiritual meetings and to report them to 
you . I know my brother can still be helped before he becomes another lost drug addict. I 
have hope and faith in our God. Your Honor, I now that a person can change I and I ask 
you to please give all of us a chance to help out our brother and get him back on the right 
track again. I love him dearly and I am willing to accompany him to these meetings and to 
give him the support he needs to help him become an asset to Our Community again. 




Williams Law Office Chtd. 
Tim J. Williams 
PO Box 282 
401 Gooding StreetN, Suite 101 
Twin Falls, ID 83303-0282 
208-736-0699 
Attorney for the Defendant 
r·1ir•'l!>' 1 '.,..1 1·',-j\J[:n 
L;i~/ll\l 1,:,, ~-\., r 
I\\!\\ FM.LS CO., ID/lJlO 
F"!LEU 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE STATE 
OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TWIN FALLS 
* * * * * 
STATE OF IDAHO, ) 
) Case No.: CR-07-977 
Plaintiff, ) 
) 
V. ) MOTION FOR BOND REDUCTION 
) 
HUMBERTO PASQUINAL ORTIZ, ) 
) 
Defendant, ) _______________ ) 
COMES NOW Defendant, by and through his attorney of record, Tim J. Williams of Williams Law 
Office Chtd., and hereby moves this Court for Bond Reduction in the above-entitled matter. 
DATED this Jt_ day of September, 2007. 
MOTION FOR BOND REDUCTION - 1 
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CERTIFICATE OF DELIVERY 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on the ~y of September, 2007, I cansed a true and correct 
copy of the foregoing to be delivered via hand delivery, by placing the same in the box located at 
the Twin Falls County Courthouse, addressed to: 
Grant Loebs /J CourtBox 
Twin Falls County Prosecuting Attorney 
MOTION FOR BOND REDUCTION - 2 
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CR- 01-q17 





76 South Idaho St. 
P.O. Box 205 
Wendell, Idaho 83355-0205 
Phone (208) 536-5431 
FAX# (208) 536-5783 
BOBE. BAILE£llSTRICT COJ)RT 
Fire Chief Flftll Judicial District 
County of Twin Falls · Slate of Idaho 
CRYSTAL HOUSER 
Assistant Chief S [ p 2 5 200? 
~ t;:ov ,4-,J-, 
NOTICE OF SUPPORT 
September 18, 2007 
To Whom It May Concern: 
RE: Hunverto Ortiz 
Hunverto Ortiz joined the Wendell Fire Department as a volunteer on 6/19/07. At a meeting with Firefighter Ortiz 
he discussed his background and legal situation as well as expressed his desire to make a new life for him and his 
family and to serve the community that he was living in. 
Firefighter Ortiz is a probationary firefighter and was meeting his attendance requirements until his recent 
incarceration. While he was able to attend drills and alarms he was an asset to this department and great to work 
with. We hope that the Wendell Fire Department can be a positive influence in helping him obtain his goal in 
making a better life for himself? 
/7 ~- /,:? 
l/rZ/4#· 
Bob Bailey- Chief ' 
Wendell City Fire Department 
Wendell Rural Fire District 
Oierk 
Deputy C Jerk 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE STATE OF 
IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TWIN FALLS DISTRICT COURT 
Fifth Judicial District 
J d R d J St k C rt # 2 
County of Twin Falls· State of Idaho 
u ge: an y o er ou room 
Clerk: Dorothy McMullen 
Reporter: Sabrina Torres 
THE STATE OF IDAHO, ) 
) Court Minutes 
Plaintiff. ) 
vs ) 
) Case No. CR-07-977 
Hunverto Pasguinal Ortiz ) 
) 
0 CT 1 2007 
BY-----1+---,,C"'°IB:,::rk 
Deputy Clerk 
Defendant ) DATE: 10-10-07 TIME: 11:00am 
State: :ti~ f!lati _Jk;;;;} Other: 
Defense: ~ IJ.i~ Defendant ( V ~m,w~,;w 
Custody Status ( 1 J. 
Hearing : Bond Reduction 
Name Verfied ( ) Public Defender Appointed/Confirmed ( ) Rights Given ( ) 
{11:s~~eYdwtk,.~ au~~·~' &tJ-J/4~ 
Jd-Ufiw IJ,1,
0
Cfkfl@Uf jj' @J, &gM,aJ, 
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Williams Law Office Chtd. 
Tim J. Williams/ISB #3910 
PO Box 282 
40 I Gooding Street N, Suite IO 1 
Twin Falls, ID 83303-0282 
208-736-0699 




.-·rc~\r 1 C\J\. ,-, 1 ••(\ n,~,,,"·",- \'(' \D/,iw 
" C ;,. \ I ;J I ,J ., 
·1\l,l\f''''··l- ,-t' 
i ,, , F\LccJ 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE ST ATE 
OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TWIN FALLS 






HUMBERTO PASQUINAL ORTIZ, ) 
) 
Defendm1t, ) 
* * * * * 
Case No. CR-07-977 
MOTION FOR SUPPRESSION 
COMES NOW Defendant, and hereby amends the Pro Se Motion to Suppress filed August 27'1\ 2007. 
Defendant hereby incorporates herein the prior Motion. The issue is whether the officer had reasonable 
suspicion or probable cause to stop defendant. The defendant has waited until the hearing could be 
heard in Magistrate Comi by the Hon. Judge Harris on the misdemeanor charge of paraphernalia. 
Defendant requests this Court take Judicial Notice of the Transcript of that hearing ( a copy of which is 
attached) and make a detennination of law De Novo based upon the same. 
DATEDthis ·;;;1 dayofC\::C,,2007. 
MOTION FOR SUPPRESSION-! 
94 
CERTIFICATE OF DELIVERY 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on the 3l day of December, 2007, I caused a true and correct copy 
of the foregoing to be delivered via hand delivery, by placing the same in the box located at the Twin 
Falls County Courthouse, addressed to: 
Grant P. Loebs 
Twin Falls County Pros Atty 
PO Box 126 
Twin Falls, ID 83303-0126 








Or Tim J. Williams 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STA TE or IDAHO. IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TWIN FALLS 
MAGISTRATE DIVISION 














Case No. CR-07-0948 
TAPED TRANSCRIPT 
Transcript of Motion to Suppress Hearing 
held on October 24, 2007 
BEFORE THE HONORABLE ROGER HARRIS 
APPEARANCES: 
Attorney for Plaintiff: 
Attorney for Defendant: 
Matt Pember 
Twin Falls County Prosecutor's Office 
P.O. Box 126 
Twin Falls. ID 83303-0126 
Tim Williams 
P.O. Box 282 




























WEDNESD/\ Y. OCTOBER 24. 2007 - I :30 P.M. 
MOTION TO SlJPPRESS HEARING IN STATE OF IDAHO vs. IIUNVERTO ORTIZ 
COURT: On the record in CR-07-948. First. a little house cleaning on 
my part. In grabbing the file this morning. there's a letter on the top or it that Mr. Ortiz 
wrote. lt doesn't have a date on it. but I noticed not the bottom of the letter, but in looking 
at whether you signed your name Hunverto. My /Jle says Humberto. What is your true and 
correct name 0 
DEFENDANT: 
spelled on my birth certificate. 
It's Hunverto. It's I-I-U-N-V-E-R-T-O. That's how it's 
COURT: Okay. There is no- Humberto is not the correct? 
DEFENDANT: No. 
COURT: Okay. The record will reflect your name as Hunverto. Thank 




COURT: Okay. That having been said. this is the time and place set for 
a hearing on a Motion to Suppress filed by the Defendant. Arc the parties prepared to 
proceed 0 
MR. PEMBER: Yes your Honor. 
MR. WILL!AMS: Yes your Honor. 
COURT: Go ahead. 
MR. PEMBER: The State would call Deputy Jay Wiggins. 
COURT: Deputy Wiggins, please step forward and raise your right hand 




























CLERK: Do you solemnly swear that the testimony you arc about to 
give in the mutter now at hearing will be the truth. the whole truth. and nothing but the truth. 
so help you God'' 
WITNESS: I do. 
COURT: Please be seated sir. 
WITNESS: Thank you your Honor. 
COURT: Go ahead. 
DIRECT EXAMINATION BY MR. PEMBER: 
MR. PEMBER: Thank you. Deputy Wiggins, would you please state 
your name and spell your last name for the record. 
WITNESS: Jay Wiggins. W-I-G-G-I-N-S. 
MR. PEMBER: And where do you work? 
DEPUTY WIGGINS: With the Twin Falls County Sheriffs Office. 
MR. PEMBER: What kind of training and experience do you have in 
traffic enforcement? 
DEPUTY WIGGINS: Um. I am currently assigned to the traffic 
section of the Sheriffs Office. I've been there for over a year and a half Um, I've attended 
the College of Southern Idaho Law Enforcement Training Academy and successfully 
completed all training and also currently hold an Intermediate Certificate through POST 
Academy. 
MR. PEMBER: Okay. Is it true that you·re also the Senior Tranic 
Enforcement Officer in the Twin Falls County Sheriffs Office9 
DEPUTY WIGGINS: Yes I am. 
MR. PEMBER: Okay. And, uh, have you, uh, successfully passed all 
of your training9 



























MR. PEMBER: What arc your current duties with the Department? 
With the Sheriffs Department0 
DEPUTY WIGGINS: Um. my current duties arc to, um. specifically 
target. uh. trarllc related. uh. laws. um. moving ,·iolations. um. non-moving violations. I also 
investigate crashes as ,veil. 
MR. PEMBER: Okay. Have you been trained in making accurate visual 
estimates of spced0 
DEPUTY WIGGINS: Yes I ha\'e. 
MR. PEMBER: And what- uh, at the time of this stop. uh, I believ·e it 
was January Thirty-first, Two Thousand and Seven ... 
DEPUTY WIGGfNS: Yes. 
MR. PEMBER: had you been trained in that0 
DEPUTY WJGGfNS: Yes I had. 
MR. PEMBER: Okay. And, uh. have you been trained to pace 
vehicles'' 
DEPUTY WJGGfNS: Yes I have. 
MR. PEMBER: Can you describe to the Court what pacing a vehicle 
DEPUTY WIGGINS: · Uh, pacing a vehicle means, urn. that you·re-
that you·re using your vehicle in the same direction, urn, gelling up beside or behind and 
staying ,,·ith that vehicle to get an accurate speed, uh. over whatever distance. 
MR.PEMBER: Okay. Um, directing your attention to January Thirty-
first of Two Thousand and Seven, were you on duty on that date? 
DEPUTY WIGGfNS: Yes I was. 
MR. PEMBER: Um, at that time did you see a silver Dodge Stratus? 


























MR. PEMBER: Uh, what was your location, approximatcly
0 
DEPUTY WIGGINS: Approximately Eastland and I lighland. 
MR. PEMBER: Okay. And that's in Twin Falls County'' 
DEPUTY WIGGINS: Yes it is. 
MR. PEMBER: State 01· Idaho'' 
DEPUTY WIGGINS: Yes it is. 
MR. PEMBER: Okay. Um, what drew your attention to this particular 
vehicle0 
DEPUTY WIGGINS: Uh, the vehicle was sitting in the driveway of 
a residence on the, uh, south- it'd be the southwest corner of the intersection. There's a-
there's a house- there's a piece of property that sits there. The vehicle was in the driveway 
on the south side of the road, uh, on Highland Avenue. 
MR. PEMBER: Okay. ls there anything peculiar about that'' 
DEPUTY WIGGINS: Um, this house, uh, has- has been a known drug 
house to law enforcement, um, and I did notice somebody that was, uh, around the vehicle 
at the time. 
MR. PEMBER: Okay. Did you recognize the person'' 
DEPUTY WlGGINS: Not at that time, no. 
MR. PEMBER: Okay. Uh, what actions did you take at that time') 
DEPUTY WlGG!NS: Um, the vehicle backed out of the driveway, 
urn, l- l had already dri- driven past the vehicle headed westbound on Highland, uh, and the 
vehicle backed out of the driveway and headed eastbound on Highland towards the stop sign. 
MR. PEMBER: Okay. Did you turn around at that point 0 
DEPUTY WIGGlNS: Yes I did. 




























DEPUTY WIGGINS: Um, alter I turned around. uh. I caught upto the 
vehicle at the intersection of. uh, Kimberly Road and Eastland. The vehicle headed 
northbound from I lighland. It then. uh. we went through the light. it headed westbound on 
Kimberly Road. uh. towards Blue Lakes. 
MR. PEMBER: Okay. Uh. is that a two-lane road'' 
DEPUTY WIGGINS: Uh. it's a lour-lane road vvith a center. uh. with 
a center turn lane. 
MR. PEMBER: Okay. So two lanes for each direction of traffic'' 
DEPUTY WIGGINS: Yes. 
MR. PEMBER: Okay. Um, what happened at that point? 
DEPUTY WIGGINS: Uh, at that point. after we turned on to Kimberly 
Road, uh, the vehicle, uh, signaled and went into the right lane and I stayed in the left lane. 
Um,"we continued traveling in between the. uh, nineteen hundred block and the seYenteen 
block. I was pacing the vehicle because I was right, uh. not- not centered with it. but just-just 
back from it. Uh, I paced the vehicle forty-two miles an hour in a posted thirty-five mile per 
hour zone. 
MR. PEMBER: Okay. What action did you take at that time? 
DEPUTY WIGGINS: I initiated a traffic stop, uh, utilizing my 
overhead emergency blue and red lights. The vehicle pulled into the Stinker Station parking 
lot at Madrona and Kimberly Road. 
MR. PEMBER: Okay. At that time did you make contact vvith the 
driver? 
DEPUTY WIGGINS: Yes I did. 
MR. PEMBER: How did you identify the driver? 
DEPUTY WIGGINS: Um, I believe I identi fled the driver by an Idaho 






























in the blue shirt. 
MR. PEMBER: 
has been identified. 
Okay. Who was the driver? 
Uh, the driver was Mr. Ortiz sitting to your left 
Okay. Would the, uh, record reilcct that the Defendant 
COURT: The record will reflect that Deputy Wiggins pointed at Mr. 
Ortiz, who is sitting at counsel table in a blue shirt. being the only one at counsel table with 
a blue shirt. 
MR.PEMBER: Thank you. Um. again you- what was the posted speed 
limit in this area? 
DEPUTY WIGGrNS: The posted speed limit is thirty-five miles per 
hour. 
MR.PEMBER: Okay. Um, and you again visually estimated his speed 
at what? 
DEPUTY WIGGINS: I'm sorry') 
MR. PEMBER: What did you visually estimate his speed at? 
DEPUTY WIGGrNS: Um. initially I visually estimated his speed at 
forty miles per hour. and- and then I was able to pace him at forty-two miles per hour, uh, 
utilizing the, uh, the speedometer in the patrol car. · 
MR. PEMBER: Okay. Um, you did not get a chance to radar the 
vehicle'' 
DEPUTY WIGGlNS: I did not have a radar in the vehicle at that time. 
That- I was borrowing a car and I was in a spare car. 
MR. PEMBER: Okay. Um, upon initiating the stop, did you have a 
chance to speak with the driver? 




























MR. PEMBER: Did the driver make any statements to you 9 
DEPUTY WlGGINS: Um. he asked me why he had been stopped, and 
l told him that I storped him for traveling forty-two miles an hour in a posted thirty-five 
zone. 
MR. PEMBER: Okay. Did the Defendant make any statements 
regarding his- his speed? 
DEPUTY WIGGfNS: Yes he did. He- he stated that he was only 
doing thirty-seven miles per hour in a thirty-five zone. 
MR. PEMBER: Okay. Uh, how long did you follow him before 
initiating the traffic stop9 
DEPUTY WIGGINS: Um, between, uh, I caught up to the vehicle at 
Kimberly Road and Eastland, so I followed him to, uh, Madrona where- where I had stopped 
him.' That was the total distance that I was behind him. 
MR. PEMBER: Okay. Approximately how many blocks is that? 
DEPUTY WIGGINS: Um, it would be. uh. roughly half a mile. 
MR. PEMBER: Okay. Um, what did you ultimately do in this 
situation? 
DEPUTY WIGGINS: Um, I was. uh, uh. I called for a canine officer. 
Um, at the time I was issuing a citation for Failure to Show Insurance. Um, the canine 
arrived on scene. uh. and then other ewnts transpired from there. He was, uh, eventually 
arrested for, uh. Possession of Paraphernalia. 
MR. PEMBER: So based on the Speeding, it led to, uh. an arrest? 
DEPUTY WIGGINS: Yes. 
MR. PEMBER: Okay. There's been some implications made in the 
Defendant's, uh. Motion to Suppress that you ran a stop sign at Highland and Eastland in 



























DEPUTY WIGGINS: Uh, not that's not accurate. 
MR. PEMBER: Okay. Uh. there's also a statc17lcnt that you ran a 
stoplight at Ki17lhcrly and Eastland. Is that accurate'> 
DEPUTY WIGGINS: No it·s not. 
MR. PEMBER: And you did pace the vehicle with your own police car0 
DEPUTY WIGGINS: Yes. 
MR. PEMBER: And you did pace hill1 at forty-two miles an hour in a 
thirty-five zone 9 
DEPUTY WIGGINS: Yes I did. 
MR. PEMBER: And that was before initiating any stop on the vehicle9 
DEPUTY WIGGINS: Yes it was. 
MR. PEMBER: Okay. And again the vehicle had left at- at a house that 
you siated was a known drug house0 
DEPUTY WIGGINS: Yes. 
MR. PEMBER: I have nothing fu11her your Honor. 
COURT Mr. Williams? 
CROSS-EXAMINATION BY MR "WILLIAMS: 
MR. WILLIAMS: Thank you your Honor. Officer Wiggins, when you 
passed the Defendant who was- first of all. how far was this so-called- can I just call it the 
drug house, urn, and by that. we're not making an admission,_just for name sake. Um, how 
far is that from Eastland that lies to the east of the house, is that correct? 
DEPUTY WIGGINS: Yeah, it- like from Eastland, uh. the property 
sits on the southwest corner of that intersection. It's a T-intersection at that corner, and it sits 
on the southwest portion of it. 
MR. WILLIAMS: So is that right on Highland and Eastland? 


























MR. WILLIAMS: Oh. Okay. Okay. So how far past that property- you 
were going west so how far rast the rrorcrty on Highland were you. uh. when you turned 
around') 
DEPUTY WIGGINS: Uh. tha- that I don·t recall. 
MR. WILLIAMS: Well. an estimate. A hall' mile') Mile9 
DEPUTY WIGGINS: Um. no. I was. urn, less than aquarterofa mile. 
MR. WILLIAMS: Okay. How did you see Mr. Oniz's car pull out0 Rear 
view minor'? 
DEPUTY WIGGINS: Yes. 
MR. WILLIAMS: Okay. Um. were you then keeping an eye on that car 
because you saw somebody outside, uh, what you would call- have called a suspicious 
house9 
DEPUTY WIGGfNS: Yes. 
lv!R. WILLIAMS: Um, and was it because of the house, but not- not ?llr. 
Ortiz or his vehicle, uh, that caused you to keep an eye on that place') 
DEPUTY WIGGfNS: Uh, I did not know whose vehicle it was or that 
it was Mr. Ortiz. 
MR. WILLIAMS: Well then it must have been the house that caused you 
to keep an eye on it, right? 
DEPUTY WIGGINS: Yes. 
lvlR. WILLIAMS: Um, but it was Mr. Ortiz's vehicle that you turned 
around to- to follow 9 





























MR. Wll.l.IAMS: Yes. Um. and by then. when you finally got turned 
around. was Mr. Ortiz's ,·chick- since he mis right on the corner there. and he made a turn. 
was he gone hy the time that you made your turn around') 
DEPUTY WIGGINS: By the time I . 
MR. Wll.l.IAMS: Gone as in the sense ol'oul ol'your sight9 
DEPUTY WIGG INS: I had gotten turned around and facing eastbound 
and \\'as trav- and- and had made the turn and was starting to travel eastbound when his 
vehicle made the left-hand turn or turned northbound onto Eastland. And he ... 
MR. WILLIAMS: And then they have to go under that Highland railway 
bridge, right9 
DEPUTY WIGGINS: Yes. 
MR. WILLIAMS: And then they come to what is a light at- at Kimberly 
and Eastland') 
DEPUTY WIGGlNS: Yes. 
MR. WILLIAMS: And was he stil I at the light when you finally turned 
north on Eastland so you were facing his same direction? 
DEPUTY WIGGINS: Yes. 
MR. WILLIAMS: Was this- okay. 
DEPUTY WIGGINS: He- he was at the light when I made the turn 
onto Eastland. 
MR. W[LLIAMS: Was the light red when he ,rns at it') 
DEPUTY WIGGlNS: Yes it was. 
MR. WILUAMS: Urn, so, uh, and you were able to observe that- were-
were you past the- or under the- the, uh, train bridge at that tirnc0 
DEPUTY WIGGINS: Yes I was. When- when I could see the light, 
I could see his vehicle. 
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MR. WILLIAMS: Right. Tha1·s- that was my question. Urn. when you 
made the turn at the corner of l lighland and Eastland. did you speed up to catch hirn 9 
DEPUTY WIGGINS: Yes I did. 
MR. WILLIAMS: Um. do you know what speed that you sped up to at 
that juncture? 
DEPUTY WIGGINS: I do not know. I was not looking at my 
speedometer at that time. I was trying to keep visual contact on the vehicle. 
MR. WILLIAMS: Okay. But he didn't have a green light to go through. 
He stopped and ... 
DEPUTY WIGGINS: Yes he did. 
MR. WILLIAMS: Okay. Uh, was he stopped long enough for you to 
catch him at the light? 
DEPUTY WIGGINS: Yes he was. 
MR. WILLIAMS: So did you come to a stop behind him at the light? 
DEPUTY WIGGINS: The light turned green as I come up behind him 
and he- then he went through the- the green light. 
MR. WILLIAMS: Okay. Um, and that"s when after the turn. he 
eventually, appropriately went into the right lane and you stayed in the left lane, right? 
DEPUTY WIGGINS: Yes. 
MR. WILLIAMS: Was it necessary to speed up al all to catch him at that 
juncture'' 
DEPUTY WIGGfNS: No, I was- I was right behind him at that 
intersection. 
MR. WILLIAMS: Okay. Um, now there is a peace officer guideline on 
instructions for how to appropriately pace a car isn't there? 




























MR. WILLIAMS: Um. and you- don "t you generally learn that at POST
9 
DEPUTY WIGGINS: Yes. 
MR. WILLIAMS: Begin learning it any"ay'1 
DL:PlJTY WIGGINS: Begin learning it. 
MR. WILi.IAMS: And according to those guidelines, what distance must 
you pace. um. in- or what distance. uh. must you travel in order lo appropriately determine 
a speed by pacing? 
DEPUTY WIGGINS: There's not a set distance. 
MR. WILLIAMS: According to guidelines there's not'! 
DEPUTY WIGGINS: There's not a set distance, according to what 
I've been trained and who I've been trained by, and who the instructors are. 
MR. WILLIAMS: There's not a minimum distance? [t can be- [ don't 
wanfto carry it to ridiculously, but. you know, twenty yards. you can ... 
DEPUTY WIGGINS: It very well could be. 
MR. WILLIAMS: Okay. And is there a distance from the car that you are 
pacing that you must be'' 
DEPUTY WIGGINS: No there's not 
MR. WILLIAMS: Okay. And this was- I think I know the Stinker Station 
you're talking about is about a half mile and it's on the south side of Kimberly Road 9 
DEPUTY WIGGINS: It's on the north side of Kimberly Road. 
MR. WILLIAMS: North side. Oh, okay. 
DEPUTY WIGGINS: It's, uh, by Madrona Street. 
MR. WILLIAMS: It's the one with the red roof 
DEPUTY WIGGINS: !-
MR. WILLIAMS: By U-Haul. 





























speed of Mr. Ortiz, up or down'> 
Okay. At any time did you sec. um, a waiver in the 
DEPUTY WIGGINS: !- I don·t understand. 
MR. WILLIAMS: Did he go up or down in speed. uL uh. lluc- uh, 
fluctuation in speed'> 
DEPUTY WIGGINS: Well. he would have fluctuated from the time 
he accelerated from the intersection to- to get up to that speed. 
MR. WILLIAMS: Okay. I meant a flue- ... 
DEPUTY WIGGINS: And ifhe had .. . 
MR. WILLIAMS: as you were pacrng .. . 
DEPUTY WIGGINS: No, there was not. At- at- in- in between that 
distance, in between the nineteen hundred block and the seventeen hundred block, at one 
tirne·he was traveling forty-two miles per hour. 
MR. WILLIAMS: Oka,. Was there any stabilization of that speed9 
DEPUTY WIGGINS: Yes there was. 
MR. WILLIAMS: For how much of a distance? 
DEPUTY WIGGINS: 
more than what you'd say, twenty yards. 






Well. how about a time then. for like half a minute'' 
Urn. no. Probably five seconds. 
Oka,. Did it ever drop off that forty-two miles9 
When I- when I ... 
Pri- prior to your turning on your lights? 
DEPUTY WIGGINS: Um, no. It did not. 
MR. WILLIAMS: Okay. And did he turn, or, uh, pull ov- o,er 




























DEPUTY WIGGINS: Yes. 
MR. WILLIAMS: Urn. when did you make a determination to proceed 
with a stop of Mr. Ortiz'' Uh. at what point during this diJ you decide to make a stop of Mr. 
Ortiz'' 
DEPUTY WIGGINS: Aller I had paced him at lorty-two miles an hour 
in a thirty-live zone. 
MR. WILLIAMS: Okay. When he was at what we had termed the drug 
house and then left and turned no11h on Eastland, did you have any reasonable suspicion that 
something was going on9 
DEPUTY WIGGINS: No. 
MR. WILLIAMS: Why did you decide to follow Mr. Ortiz? 
DEPUTY WIGGfNS: Because he left a known drug house that's-
we'\;e also recovered stolen property out of this home. 
MR. WILLIAMS: Okay. Then why do you say no, that you didn't ha,·e 
reasonable suspicion that something was going on9 
DEPUTY WIGGfNS: Urn. I didn't see Mr. Ortiz doing anything 
illegal at that time, if that, uh, if that makes sense. I didn't- I didn't see something to- to 
immediately stop the vehicle for. 
rvlR. WILLIAMS: Did you follow him 1n order to observe possible 
criminal activity9 
DEPUTY WIGGINS: Urn. I initially was going to catch up to the 
vehicle to run the registration on the vehicle and find out if the registration was current and 
to make sure that it wasn't a stolen vehicle or anything like that. 
MR. WILLIAMS: Did you ever get a chance to do that9 
DEPUTY WIGGINS: Yes I did. 


























DEPUTY WIGGINS: Yes. 
MR. WILLI/\MS: Okay. and by that 1 mean came back from dispatch'> 
DEPUTY WIGGINS: Yes. 
MR. WIU.IAMS: Whywcrcyou-oh.yourcarwasn·toutlittcdwith radar. 
right'? 
DEPUTY WIGGINS: It was not outlittcd with radar. That specific 
one. I was in a spare car. 
MR. WILLIAMS: Okay. Now you called for a canine after the stop. 
right9 
DEPUTY WIGGfNS: Yes. 
MR. WILLIAMS: And the intent at the time of the stop and after your first 
encounter with Mr. Ortiz was what9 Your- your intent was what9 
DEPUTY WIGGINS: My intent was to return to my patrol vehicle to 
issue a citation. 
MR. WILLIAMS: For? 
DEPUTY WIGGfNS: For Failure to Show Insurance. 
MR. WILLIAMS: Okay. 
COURT: For what9 
DEPUTY WIGGINS: Failure to Show Proof of Insurance. 
MR. WILLIAMS: Okay. And at that point. you had decided to call a 
canine? 
DEPUTY WIGGINS: Yes. 
MR. WILLIAMS: Um. whi- which you can do. right? 
DEPUTY WIGGINS: Yes. 


























MR. PEMBER: I'm going to object your Honor. This is beyond the 
score. 
MR. WILLIJ\MS: No. I'm dclinitely within ... 
COURT: He's- he's not. He's well within the scope. You ask what 
happened all the time. 
MR. PEMBER: Probable cause for the stop has been established. 
We 're past the stop. We're past the probable cause. We ·re dealing in something that we said 
we wouldn't be dealing with today. 
MR. WILLIAMS: rn1 not going into any tampering. 
COURT: It's not- he's- he's okay. Go ahead. 
MR. WILLIAMS: Now, um, with the canine. how long did you- in-
including the canine time. how long did you- I need to refine my question. I'm sorry. 
Incltiding the time that the canine, until there came to a decision to make an arrest, okay. up 
to that time, how long was Mr. Ortiz detained9 
DEPUTY WIGGINS: I don't know. I would have to look at the 
records from my log. the records fi'om Deputy Case's log, and dis patch's record of the in 
custody time to- to determine that. 
MR. WILLIAMS: Um, how loilg does it usually take you to issue a 
citation for no insurance? 
DEPUTY WIGGINS: Twelve to fifteen minutes. 
MR. WILLIAMS: Was Mr. Ortiz detained more than twelve or lil'tecn 
minutes before you felt you had probable cause to make an arrest0 
DEPUTY WIGGINS: I- I don't recal I without looking at the- without 




























MR. WILLIAMS: And the probable cause fi.ir making the arrest was as 
a result of the canine, and other things. I should say the decision to expand, um. your 
detention of Mr. Ortiz was based upon the canine walking around his car. correct'? 
DEPUTY WIGGINS: · Yes. 
MR. WILLIAMS: Okay. But you cannot provide us a determination as 
to whether your stop, using the canine. prior lo your determination to go further with the 
stop. in- into an arrest situation. was longer or sho11cr than it would be in a normal issuance 
of citation for no insurance, right? You just don't know? 
DEPUTY WIGGINS: I've- I- I know that I was not out of the scope 
of the- of the initial stop. I don't know the exact time. but I know that Deputy Case arrin:d 
with- within a couple of minutes of me calling for him. 
MR. WILLIAMS: Okay. And your usual scope IS twelve to fifteen 
miniites? 
DEPUTY WIGGINS: Yes. And that's a- and that's a stop that doesn't 
include. you know, other things that come about. other people that we have to deal wilh. 
things like that. That's ... 
MR. WILLIAMS: Out or the ordinary type sense. 
DEPUTY WIGGINS: Out of the ordinary type- type of stop. 
l\!R. WILLIAMS: And- and this did not fall into that category though. 
Until after the canine was (inaudible). 
DEPUTY WIGGINS: No, it did not. 
lV!R. WILLIAMS: Okay. But you have- oth- other than an estimation 
without time frame. there's no other evidence that you- unless the Prosecutor can refresh 
your recollection. uh. ol~ of how long Mr. Ortiz was stopped prior to expanding his stop lo 
an arrest situation? 
DEPUTY WIGGINS: No. 
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MR. WILLIAMS: Okay. I have nothing furth<:r your Honor. 
COURT: Anything'' 
MR. Pl:MllER: No your I lonor. 
COURT: Okay. Step down sir. 
DEPUTY WIGGINS: Thank you your I lonor. 
COURT'S FINDINGS: 
COURT: Now. as I indicated the other day. uh. I would find. at least al 
this point preliminarily. based upon the information provided. Mr. Williams. unless you plan 
on calling your witnesses to challenge that. that on that date. the Thirty-first of January. Tim 
Thousand Seven, Deputy Wiggins on patrol. whether or not his training allowed to check the 
license and registration and license ofa- l"m sorry, to run the tags on the car driven by Mr. 
Ortiz was appropriate or not is not the issue before the court today. The issue before the 
court today was did Officer Wiggins- or Deputy Wiggins. I apologize, have reasonable 
articulate suspicion of criminal activity or violation of law occurring in his presence 
sufficient to pull over Mr. Oniz. I would find that he did based upon his current testimony 
that he paced the vehicle at fony-two miles an hour in a thirty-five zone. There was some 
gaps left off in terms of the testimony that I heard in terms of the conversation that took place 
with Mr. Oniz. and otherwise. we went- from the testimony I heard was I asked him for 
license and registration to I was going to arrest him for. or gi,e him a citation for no 
insurance. and I make the assumption that there was no insurance provided when he 11as 
looking for those things. But I didn't hear that. But that"s not the issue before the Court 
today. The issue in court- court today was whether or not there was reasonable aniculable 
suspicion for the initial stop. I find that there was based upon the testimony provided. Now 
with that in mind, fv!r. Williams, does your client intend on testifying, or you do- do you 
intend to put him up on any specific issues in other ways that you believe your client's 


























obviously Deputy Wiggins and/or Mr. Pember would be able to respond to those, but at this 
point I don't know what those allegations would be. 
MR. WII.Lli\MS: Urn. only the time frame ol.thc stop going beyond the, 
um. time init- initial- initially stopped for. uh, the citation. 
COURT: Well. il'you want to do that. you're welcornc to do that. 
mean I- I'm CO!!nizant of the case law that savs that the initial stop must last- be as least 
~ , 
intrusive and last as short a duration as is possible. so as to not cause an unlawl'ul and 
prolonged detention. Um. Officer Wiggins, at this point. has testilied that it's typically 
twelve to fifteen minutes. I think that's what he said. And that he thought this stop lasted 
no longer than that, when the drug dog arrived and he expanded the search. Um, if you 
intend on putting something on, you're welcome to do that, and I would obviously give Mr. 
Pember the opportunity to respond to that. If you want a minute to talk to your client ... 
MR. WILLIAMS: Um, I know rny client wished to take the stand, uh, and 
I appreciate the Court, uh, not issuing a decision at this point. but issuing what is heard at this 
point so that I can talk to my client before I do put him on the stand. Could I have a ... 
COURT: Well that's fine. 1- I want- I want you to know, um, in 
advance- reading the- the Motion that Mr. Ortiz has filed. and hearing the Officer's 
testimony, whether or not Mr. Wiggins- I apologize. Deputy Wiggins didn't corne to a 
complete stop at the stop sign or whether or not you believe he was speeding would not be 
issues that would be of affect ofany suppression hearing today. We are simply talking today 
about whether or not your rights are violated by the Officer's actions. Not whether or not he 
broke the law himseli'. Does that make sensc9 I know your-your attorney understands that. 
MR. ORTIZ: Yeah. He's ... 
COURT: But in your Motion, you said that you thought this should be 
dismissed- the prose motion you filed. 




























COURT: You thought these- these things should be suppressed because 
Oflicer Wiggins violated the law himself. This- in your- in your own words. So I'll take a 
live minute recess. let you speak with your client. or your attorney. find out whether or not 
you want to go forward. Mr. Williams. with any additional proof. But I do believe that there 
was a reasonable and articulate suspicion outlined by Deputy Wiggins sunicicnt for the 
initial stop. But if you think there's any other. again. specific violations. it's up to you to put 
forth that issue before the Court so we can make a determination whether there was or 
wasn't. Sir? 
MR. PEMBER: I'm just rising for your ... 
COURT: 
(COURT IN RECESS) 
COURT: 
Orti:f: Mr. Williams? 
Five minutes. 
Back on the record in CR-07-948. State vs. Hunverto Esqucma/ 
MR. WILLIAMS: We will rest on our motion your Honor. I belie\·e 
comments are adequately submitted on our behalf. 
COURT: Okay. Anything else the State wants to say? 
MR. PEMBER: No your Honor. 
COURT: Well, what I'll tell you is I- I- I've already ruled on the initial 
stop Mr. Ortiz. That does not mean that you are in any means. uh. guilty of anything in this-
in this case. It simply means that the Officer did have the right to pull you over based upon 
his direct observation. There ·is case law out there and I can't give you the ca- the case cite 
off the top of my head, that indicates one. that when the officer has a reasonable and 
articulate suspicion ofcrirninal activity or something that's a violation oflaw, no matter how 
slight. in his presence, that would give him the right to initiate an investigative stop. That 
is what he did at this point. 1 believe the- there's a line of cases coming up. Terry vs. Ohicf, 
urn, and 1 don't have the case cite for you. Once he gets to that point, as long as he detains 
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you no longer then reasonably necessary to effectuate the means of' that initial stop. based 
upon observations and other information that might come to light during that stop that it 
might be expanded. Um. it sounds to me that·s- like that's what happened in this case. The 
drug dog hit. I don't have the testimony that the drug dog hit on the car. but I make the 
assumption that's what happened. That wasn't put before the Court today. so .... I will 
deny the Motion to Suppress at this point based upon the fact the initial stop was violated. 
Again Mr. Ortiz. I would point out to you you're innocent until presumed guilty. The burden 
is still on the State to prove your guilt. This does not mean that you are guilty of anything 
in my mind. It simply means the Ofilcer had the right to pull you over in the first place to 
conduct the. the, uh. the stop that he did. So Motion denied at this point. Um, I don't know 
what the status is of the case in terms of hearing dates. Do we have any? 
MR. PEMBER: Uh, I believe the Court Trial in- is in front of you at 
your-next Court Trial date, whenever that is. 
COURT: Keep in contact Mr. Ortiz with- with Mr. Williams between 
now and that date. Um, if you have any questions, Mr. Williams, I'm sure can answer those 
questions for you. You can help fonnulate how you want to proceed and I'll see you back 
for trial. 
MR. PEMBER: November Fifth. 
COURT: November Fifth. There you go. And I- I was told today that 
you were- weren't here because Mr. Williams had- had to leave a message, and apparently 
you've moved? 
MR. ORTIZ: Well ... 
COURT: Make sure you provide the information of how to Mr. Williams 
get ah old of you. 
MR. ORTIZ: Well I didn't move. I just gave him my sister's number 



























COURT: Well that's fine. I- I don't have any qualms with that. 
MR. ORTIZ: Oh. okay. 
COURT: But so that your attorney can get ahold of you when he needs 
to, it'd be nice if the two of you could communicate numbers between each other. 
MR. ORTIZ: Okay. 
COURT: Good luck. We'll be adjourned. 
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IN THE DISTRJCT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE STATE 
OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TWIN FALLS 




vs. ) PLAINTIFF'S REQUESTED JURY 
) INSTRUCTIONS 
HUNVERTO PASQUINAL ORTIZ, ) 
a.k.a. HUNVERTO PASQUINAC ORTIZ,) 
Defendant. ) 
COMES NOW the Twin Falls County Prosecuting Attorney's Office by and through its 
Attorney of Record, Stanley Holloway, Deputy Prosecuting Attorney, and respectfully requests 
the Court to give the following Jury Instructions numbered 1 through .?s in the above-entitled 
action. 
DATED this --1c?day of Januaty, 2 
Oni.r\l\lt-l ,-< I ·, .• , ' ·1 \l 1"\ ·;· 2 1 'i \ I '"") t , . --~ 
ICJI I 03 
INSTRUCTION NO. 
A defendant in a criminal action is presumed to be innocent. This presumption places 
upon tl1e state the burden of proving the defendant guilty beyond a reasonable doubt. Thus, a 
defendant, although accused, begins the trial with a clean slate with no evidence against the 
defendant. If, after considering all the evidence and my instructions on the law, you have a 
reasonable doubt as to the defendant's guilt, you must return a verdict of not guilty. 
Reasonable doubt is defined as follows: It is not mere possible doubt, because everything 
relating to human affairs, and depending on moral evidence, is open to some possible or 
imaginary doubt. It is the state of the case which, after the entire comparison and consideration of 
all the evidence, leaves the minds oftllejurors in tllat condition that they cannot say they feel an 
abiding conviction, to a moral certainty, of the truth of the charge. 
: 'iJ1NTIFF'S REQUESTED JURY INSTRUCTION NO.J_ __ 




Do not concern yourself with the subject of penalty or punishment. That subject must not 
in any way affect your verdict. If you find the defendant guilty, it will be my duty to determine 
the appropriate penalty or punishment. 













STED JURY INSTRUCTION N0.3_ 
124 
INSTRUCTION NO. 
A person has possession of something if the person knows of its presence and has 
physical control of it, or has the power and intention to control it. 
ICJI 421 
. ,. '.,;NiTiiTS R[QyeBTED JURY INSTRUCTION NO.~ 
, .. ,Jt.. ..v (i 
MODIFIED 
li,i:JSED •. I 1£;~ 6 f / 
'I ·./:::fl1~D__ ru 
I 2 S 
ICJI 422 
INSTRUCTION NO. 




i:rmr •:; Rf;fil!ESTED JURY INSTRUCTION ~10.~ . 
. ,,,.,, / ~{ { 
l·.·./,r':)·IPflQ. -.. U ,1.,. . ., I - f 
"'"''SCO____ ( 1.- .. 1-.11., __ _ 
· <--''./:"T{\;D-__ 
•,\ __ _ 
1 'l f' 
ICJI 403 
INSTRUCTION NO. __ 
In order for the defendant to be guilty of Possession ofa Controlled Substance, the state must 
prove each of the following: 
1. On or about January 31, 2007 
2. in the state ofidaho 
3. the defendant HUNVERTO P ASQUINAL ORTIZ a.lea. HUNVERTO P ASQUINAC 
ORTIZ, possessed methamphetamine/amphetamine, and 
4. the defendant knew it was methamphetamine/amphetamine. 
If any of the above has not been proven beyond a reasonable doubt, then you must find 
defendant not guilty. If each of the above has been proven beyond a reasonable doubt, then you 
must find the defendant guilty. 
./,il!TIFF'S flEn~o JURY INSTRUCT/ON NO.J /) -· 
er.JEN 7 .. _v,... f"-
'.'.'".'.IDIFIED_ ('2,o/n it6 l:!:JIJSED_ ( lfi V 
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OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TWIN FALLS 




vs. ) VERDICT 
) 
HUNVERTO PASQUINAL ORTIZ, ) 
a.lea. HUNVERTO PASQUINAC ORTIZ,) 
Defendant. ) 
We, the Jury, unanimously find the defendant HUNVERTO PASQUINAL ORTIZ a.k.a. 
HUNVERTO PASQUINAC ORTIZ, 
__ Not Guilty 
__ Guilty 
of the crime of Possession ofa Controlled Substance. 





Having found the defendant guilty of possession of a controlled substance , you must next 
consider whether the defendant has been convicted on at least one prior occasion of a felony 
offense under the Idaho Uniform Controlled Snbstance Act. 
The state alleges the defendant has a prior conviction as follows: 
I. On or abont the 23rd day of October, 2000, the defendant was convicted of drug 
trafficking in methamphetamine/amphetamine in Twin Falls county, Idaho, Case No. CR 1999-
4130. 
The existence of a prior conviction must be proved beyond a reasonable doubt and your 
decision must be unanimous. 
' AifflFF'~J flE(I cSTED ,JURY INSTRUCTION -..., , ·v'I'' NO. t 




In this portion of the case you will return a verdict, consisting of a question you should 
answer. Since the explanations on the form which you will have are part of my instructions to 
you, I will read the body of the verdict form to you. 
"We, the Jury, duly impaneled and sworn to try the above entitled action, unanimously 
answer the question submitted to us in this verdict as follows: 
QUESTION NO. 1: Prior to this case has the defendant been convicted of a felony 
offense under the Idaho Uniform Controlled Substance Act by being convicted of drug 
trafficking in methamphetamine/amphetamine on the 23 rd day of October, 2000 in Twin Falls 
county, Idaho, Case No. CR 1999-4130? 
ANSWER:YES NO ---
,<J.lHIFF'S REQUESTED JURY INSTRUCTION N0.3 
GI\/EN ____ _ 
ICJI 220 
INSTRUCTION NO. 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE STATE 
OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TWIN FALLS 




vs. ) VERDICT 
) 
HUNVERTO P ASQUINAL ORTIZ, ) 
a.k.a. HUNVERTO PASQUINAC ORTIZ,) 
Defendant. ) 
We, the Jnry, duly impaneled and sworn to try the above entitled action, unanimously 
answer the question submitted to us in this verdict as follows: 
QUESTION NO. 1: Prior to this case, has the defendant been convicted of a felony 
offense under th Idaho Uniform Controlled Substance Act by being convicted of Drug 
Trafficking in Methamphetamine/ Amphetamine on the 23 rd day of October, 2000, in Twin Falls 
County, Idaho, in case no. CR 1999-4130? 
Answer: YES NO 
Dated this ____ day of January, 2008. 
Presiding Juror 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I hereby certify that on thec:2J_ day of January, 2008, I served a copy of the foregoing 
PLAINTIFF'S REQUESTED JURY INSTRUCTIONS by placing a copy of same into the mail 
slot for TIMOTHY J. WILLIAMS located at the District Court Services Office and for delive1y 
on the regular delivery route made every morning and afternoon to all Comihouse offices receiving 
mail from the Prosecutor's Office. 
Miehe le Philmey 
Felony Case Assistant 
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Williams Law Office Chtd. 
Tim J. Williams/ ISB# 3910 
PO Box 282 
40 I Gooding Street N, Suite IO I 
Twin Falls, ID 83303-0282 
Telephone: 208-736-0699 
Fax: 208-736-0508 
Attorney for the Defendant 
ZGG3 JM'l ?8 PH 5: 0 I 
'<'( -----i----\. ---------· --- :· , .... ' . vt.:,.. ,.I 
q•:-01•TV 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE STATE 
OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TWIN FALLS 
* * * * * 






HUMBERTO PASQUINAL ORTIZ, ) 
) 
Defendant, ) 
Case No. CR-07-977 
PROPOSED JURY INSTRUCTIONS 
COMES NOW Tim J. Williams of Williams Law Office Chtd., and hereby proposes the attached 
jury instructions. 
DATED this ;;;lJ( day of January, 2008. 
PROPOSED JURY INSTRUCTIONS - I 
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CERTIFICATE OF DELIVERY 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on the .:".2i_ day of January, 2008, I caused a true and correct copy of 
the foregoing to be delivered, witlf'ali charges prepaid, by the method indicated below, addressed 
to: 
Grant Loebs 
Twin Falls County Pros Atty 
PO Box 126 
Twin Falls, ID 83303-0126 
PROPOSED JURY INSTRUCTIONS - 2 








This criminal case has been brought by the state of Idaho. I will sometimes refer to the 
state as the prosecution. The state is represented at this trial by the prosecuting attorney, Stanley 
Holloway. The defendant Hunverto Ortiz is represented by a lawyer, Tim J. Williams. 
The defendant is charged by the state of Idaho with violation of law. The charge against 
the defendant is contained in the Information. The clerk shall read the Information and state the 
defendant's plea. 
The Information is simply a description of the charge; it is not evidence. 




INSTRUCTION NO. __ _ 
This criminal case has been brought by the state of Idaho. I will sometimes refer to the 
state as the prosecution. The state is represented at this trial by the prosecuting attorney, Stanley 
Holloway. The defendant Hunverto Ortiz is represented by a lawyer, Tim J. Williams. 
The defendant is charged by the state ofidaho with violation oflaw. The charge against 
the defendant is contained in the Information. The clerk shall read the Information and state the 
defendant's plea. 
The Information is simply a description of the charge; it is not evidence. 







INSTRUCTION NO. ___ _ 
Evidence of defendant's previous conviction of an offense may be considered by you only 
as it may affect the defendant's believability as a witness. You must not consider it as evidence 
of the defendant's guilt of the offense charged in this case. 
ICJI 322 IMPEACHMENT-DEFENDANT-PRIOR OFFENSES 
GIVEN ------
::;:::_~~- f (3c1{P7 ft 
OTHER ____ _ 
INSTRUCTION NO. ___ _ 
In order for the defendant to be guilty of Possession of a Controlled Substance, the state 
must prove each of the following: 
1. On or about January 31, 2007 
2. in the state ofldaho 
3. The defendant, Hunverto Ortiz, possessed any amount ofmethamphetamine, and 
4. The defendant either knew it was methamphetamine or believed it was a controlled 
substance. 
If any of the above has not been proven beyond a reasonable doubt, you must find 
defendant not guilty. If each of the above has been proven beyond a reasonable doubt, then you 
must find the defendant guilty. 
ICJI 403 POSSESSION OF A CONTROLLED SUBSTANCE 
GIVEN ___ _ 
REFUSED __ _ 
MODIFIED __ _ 
138 
INSTRUCTION NO. ---
You heard testimony that the defendant made a statement to concerning a crime charged 
in this case. You must decide what, if any, statements were made and give them the weight you 
believe is appropriate, just as you would any other evidence or statements in the case. 
ICJI 323 OUT-OF-COURT STATEMENTS BY THE DEFENDANT 
GIVEN __ _ 
REFUSED __ 
MODIFIED __ 
oz::uj ~ 1fil1r[ 
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INSTRUCTION NO. ----
In every crime or public offense there must exist a union or joint operation of act and 
intent. 
ICJI 305 UNION OF ACT AND INTENT 
GRANTED ~ tbufar ff)/ 
REFUSED • {) 




A defendant in a criminal action is presumed to be innocent. This presumption places 
upon the state the burden of proving the defendant guilty beyond a reasonable doubt. Thus, a 
defendant, although accused, begins the trial with a clean slate with no evidence against the 
defendant. If, after considering all the evidence and my instructions on the law, you have a 
reasonable doubt as to the defendant's guilt, you must return a verdict of not guilty. 
Reasonable doubt is defined as follows: It is not mere possible doubt, because everything 
relating to human affairs, and depending on moral evidence, is open to some possible or 
imaginary doubt. It is the state of the case which, after the entire comparison and consideration 
of all the evidence, leaves the minds of the jurors in that condition that they cannot say they feel 
an abiding conviction, to a moral certainty, of the truth of the charge. 
ICJI 103 REASONABLE DOUBT 
GIVEN __ _ 
REFUSED 
MODIFIED ( ! 07:R~ ~ Ftr I )' pf 
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INSTRUCTION NO. __ _ 
In every crime or public offense there must exist a union or joint operation of act and 
intent. 
ICJI 305 UNION OF ACT AND INTENT 
GRANTED~ 
REFUSED __ _ 
MODIFIED __ _ 
OTHER ----
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Williams Law Office Chtd. 
Tim J. Williams/ !SB# 3910 
PO Box 282 
401 Gooding Street N, Suite 101 
Twin Falls, ID 83303-0282 
Telephone: 208-736-0699 
Fax: 208-736-0508 
Attorney for the Defendant 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE STATE 
OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TWIN FALLS 
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HUMBERTO PASQUINAL ORTIZ, ) 
) 
Defendant, ) 
Case No. CR-07-977 
SUPPLEMENTAL 
PROPOSED JURY INSTRUCTION 
COMES NOW Tim J. Williams of Williams Law Office Chtd., and hereby proposes the attached 
jury instructions. 
DA TED this 2[J_ day of January, 2008. 
PROPOSED JURY INSTRUCTIONS - 1 
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CERTIFICATE OF DELIVERY 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on the :::;ig_ day of January, 2008, I caused a true and correct copy of 
the foregoing to be delivered, witlialV charges prepaid, by the method indicated below, addressed 
to: 
Grant Loebs 
Twin Falls County Pros Atty 
PO Box 126 
Twin Falls, ID 83303-0126 
PROPOSED JURY INSTRUCTIONS - 2 








A person bas possession of something if the person knows of its presence and bas 
physical control of it, or has the power and intention lo control it. 
!CJ! 421 POSSESSION DEFINED 
GIVEN z/ I tyf (k' ~ 
REFUSED 
MODIFIED 
OTHER __ _ 
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DISTRICT COURT 
F'''th J ,. ' l f)'''' ' -11 / 1 1:-!C~J.C,!a, , istnct 
Coun!.y ()i rwin h:_1,ki - St~·it0·0f Jcia.ho 
By 
Deputy Clerk 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TWIN FALLS 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
V. 












Case No. CR-07-0977 
Preliminary Jury Instructions 
MEMBERS OF THE JURY: I will now give you the Preliminary Instructions in this 
case. Individual copies of these Preliminary Instructions are being provided to each of 
you. These copies are yours to use, and you may highlight or make notes upon them as 
you wish. However, I do need these returned to the court at the end of the trial. Once 
the evidence is fully presented, I will give you the Final Instructions in this case. Those 
Final Instructions, together, with these Preliminary Jury Instructions will control your 
deliberations. 
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INSTRUCTION NO. 1 
Now that you have been sworn as jurors to try this case, I want to go over with 
you what will be happening. I will describe how the trial will be conducted and what we 
will be doing. At the end of the trial, I will give you more detailed guidance on how you 
are to reach your decision. 
Because the State has the burden of proof, it goes first. After the State's opening 
statement, the Defense may make an opening statement, or may wait until the State 
has presented its case. 
The State will offer evidence that it says will support the charge(s) against the 
Defendant. The Defense may then present evidence, but is not required to do so. If the 
Defense does present evidence, the State may then present rebuttal evidence. This is 
evidence offered to answer the defense's evidence. 
After you have heard all the evidence, I will give you additional instructions on the 
law. After you have heard the instructions, the State and the Defense will each be given 
time for closing arguments. In their closing arguments, they will summarize the evidence 
to help you understand how it relates to the law. Just as the opening statements are not 
evidence, neither are the closing arguments. After the closing arguments, you will leave 
the courtroom together to make your decision. During your deliberations, you will have 
with you my instructions, the exhibits admitted into evidence and any notes taken by you 
in court. 
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INSTRUCTION NO. 2 
Your duties are to determine the facts, to apply the law set forth in my 
instructions to those facts, and in this way to decide the case. In so doing, you must 
follow my instructions regardless of your own opinion of what the law is or should be, or 
what either side may state the law to be. You must consider them as a whole, not 
picking out one and disregarding others. The order in which the instructions are given 
has no significance as to their relative importance. The law requires that your decision 
be made solely upon the evidence before you. Neither sympathy nor prejudice should 
influence you in your deliberations. Faithful performance by you of these duties is vital to 
the administration of justice. 
In determining the facts, you may consider only the evidence admitted in this trial. 
This evidence consists of the testimony of the witnesses, the exhibits offered and 
received, and any stipulated or admitted facts. The production of evidence in court is 
governed by rules of law. At times during the trial, an objection may be made to a 
question asked a witness, or to a witness' answer, or to an exhibit. This simply means 
that I am being asked to decide a particular rule of law. Arguments on the admissibility 
of evidence are designed to aid the Court and are not to be considered by you nor affect 
your deliberations. If I sustain an objection to a question or to an exhibit, the witness 
may not answer the question or the exhibit may not be considered. Do not attempt to 
guess what the answer might have been or what the exhibit might have shown. 
Similarly, if I tell you not to consider a particular statement or exhibit you should put it 
out of your mind, and not refer to it or rely on it in your later deliberations. 
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During the trial I may have to talk with the parties about the rules of law which 
should apply in this case. Sometimes we will talk here at the bench. At other times I will 
excuse you from the courtroom so that you can be comfortable while we work out any 
problems. You are not to speculate about any such discussions. They are necessary 
from time to time and help the trial run more smoothly. 
Some of you have probably heard the terms "circumstantial evidence," "direct 
evidence" and "hearsay evidence." Do not be concerned with these terms. You are to 
consider all the evidence admitted in this trial. 
However, the law does not require you to believe all the evidence. As the sole 
judges of the facts, you must determine what evidence you believe and what weight you 
attach to it. 
There is no magical formula by which one may evaluate testimony. You bring 
with you to this courtroom all of the experience and background of your lives. In your 
everyday affairs you determine for yourselves whom you believe, what you believe, and 
how much weight you attach to what you are told. The same considerations that you 
use in your everyday dealings in making these decisions are the considerations which 
you should apply in your deliberations. 
In deciding what you believe, do not make your decision simply because more 
witnesses may have testified one way than the other. Your role is to think about the 
testimony of each witness you heard and decide how much you believe of what the 
witness had to say. 
A witness who has special knowledge in a particular matter may give an opinion 
on that matter. In determining the weight to be given such opinion, you should consider 
1 A 0 
the qualifications and credibility of the witness and the reasons given for the opinion. 
You are not bound by such opinion. Give it the weight, if any, to which you deem it 
entitled. 
J r:; 11 
INSTRUCTION NO. 3 
If during the trial I may say or do anything which suggests to you that I am 
inclined to favor the claims or position of any party, you will not permit yourself to be 
influenced by any such suggestion. I will not express nor intend to express, nor will I 
intend to intimate, any opinion as to which witnesses are or are not worthy of belief; 
what facts are or are not established; or what inferences should be drawn from the 
evidence. If any expression of mine seems to indicate an opinion relating to any of these 
matters, I instruct you to disregard it. 
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INSTRUCTION NO. 4 
A Defendant in a criminal action is presumed to be innocent. This presumption 
places upon the State the burden of proving the Defendant guilty beyond a reasonable 
doubt. Thus, a Defendant, although accused, begins the trial with a clean slate with no 
evidence against the Defendant. If, after considering all the evidence and my 
instructions on the law, you have a reasonable doubt as to the Defendant's guilt, you 
must return a verdict of not guilty. 
Reasonable doubt is defined as follows: It is not mere possible doubt, because 
everything relating to human affairs, and depending on moral evidence, is open to some 
possible or imaginary doubt. It is the State of the case which, after the entire 
comparison and consideration of all the evidence, leaves the minds of the jurors in that 
condition that they cannot say they feel an abiding conviction, to a moral certainty, of the 
truth of the charge. 
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INSTRUCTION NO. 5 
Do not concern yourself with the subject of penalty or punishment. That subject 
must not in any way affect your verdict. If you find the Defendant guilty, it will be my duty 
to determine the appropriate penalty or punishment. 
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INSTRUCTION NO. 6 
If you wish, you may take notes to help you remember what witnesses said. If 
you do take notes, please keep them to yourself until you and your fellow jurors go to 
the jury room to decide the case. You should not let note-taking distract you so that you 
do not hear other answers by witnesses. When you leave at night, please leave your 
notes in the jury room. 
If you do not take notes, you should rely on your own memory of what was said 
and not be overly influenced by the notes of other jurors. In addition, you cannot assign 
to one person the duty of taking notes for all of you. 
If you wish to take notes, and you have not yet been provided with a notebook 
and pencil, please advise the bailiff. 
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INSTRUCTION NO. 7 
It is important that as jurors and officers of this court you obey the following 
instructions at any time you leave the jury box, whether it be for recesses of the court 
during the day or when you leave the courtroom to go home at night. 
First, do not talk about this case either among yourselves or with anyone else 
during the course of the trial. You should keep an open mind throughout the trial and not 
form or express an opinion about the case. You should only reach your decision after 
you have heard all the evidence, after you have heard my final instruction and after the 
final arguments. You may discuss this case with the other members of the jury only after 
it is submitted to you for your decision. All such discussion should take place in the jury 
room. 
Second, do no let any person talk about this case in your presence. If anyone 
does talk about it, tell them you are a juror on the case. If they won't stop talking, report 
that to the bailiff as soon as you are able to do so. You should not tell any of your fellow 
jurors about what has happened. 
Third, during this trial do not talk with any of the parties, their lawyers or any 
witnesses. By this, I mean not only do not talk about the case, but do not talk at all, even 
to pass the time of day. In no other way can all parties be assured of the fairness they 
are entitled to expect from you as jurors. 
Fourth, during this trial do not make any investigation of this case or inquiry 
outside of the courtroom on your own. Do not go any place mentioned in the testimony 
without an explicit order from me to do so. You must not consult any books, dictionaries, 
155 
encyclopedias or any other source of information unless I specifically authorize you to 
do so. 
Fifth, do not read about the case in the newspapers. Do not listen to radio or 
television broadcasts about the trial. You must base your verdict solely on what is 
presented in court and not upon any newspaper, radio, television or other account of 
what may have happened. 
156 
INSTRUCTION NO. 8 
It is highly probable that during the course of this trial, it will be necessary for me 
to excuse you and ask that you wait in the jury room while counsel for the parties and I 
discuss and try to resolve disputes over the admissibility of evidence, the propriety of 
proposed jury instructions, or other important legal issues that may affect the trial. On 
occasion, I may declare an early recess, or have you come in later than normal in order 
not to keep you waiting while we do this. 
Let me assure you that while you are waiting, we are working. Let me also assure 
you that both the attorneys and I know that your time is valuable, and understand that 
delays which keep you waiting can be frustrating. Both they and I will do everything 
reasonably possible to expedite the presentation of evidence so that you can complete 
your duties and return to your normal lives as soon as possible. I know that you 
understand that these proceedings are extremely important to the parties, and your 
patience will help ensure that the final outcome is just and legally correct. 
C '• J. 5 7 
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Case No. CR-07-0977 
Final Jury Instructions 
MEMBERS OF THE JURY: I will now give you the final jury instructions in this 
case. These Final Jury Instructions, along with the Preliminary Jury Instructions which 
were given to you earlier in the trial, will control your deliberations. A copy of these 
instructions is being provided to each of you for your use during your deliberations, and 
you may highlight or write on them as you see fit. After I have given you these 
instructions, counsel for the parties will deliver their closing arguments. 
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INSTRUCTION NO. 9 
You have now heard all the evidence in the case. My duty is to instruct you as to 
the law. 
You must follow all the rules as I explain them to you. You may not follow some 
and ignore others. Even if you disagree or don't understand the reasons for some of the 
rules, you are bound to follow them. If anyone states a rule of law different from any I tell 
you, it is my instruction that you must follow. 
1 i:; Q 
INSTRUCTION NO. 10 
The original instructions and the exhibits will be with you in the jury room. They 
are part of the official court record. For this reason please do not alter them or mark on 
them in any way 
You have each received a duplicate copy of these instructions and the verdict 
form. You are free to highlight or write on your copies of the instructions. 
The instructions are numbered for convenience in referring to specific 
instructions. There may or may not be a gap in the numbering of the instructions. If 
there is, you should not concern yourselves about such gap. 
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INSTRUCTION NO. 11 
As members of the jury it is your duty to decide what the facts are and to apply 
those facts to the law that I have given you. You are to decide the facts from all the 
evidence presented in the case. 
The evidence you are to consider consists of: 
1. sworn testimony of witnesses; 
2. exhibits which have been admitted into evidence; and 
3. any facts to which the parties have stipulated. 
Certain things you have heard or seen are not evidence, including: 
1. arguments and statements by lawyers. The lawyers 
are not witnesses. What they say in their opening 
statements, closing arguments and at other times is 
included to help you interpret the evidence, but is not 
evidence. If the facts as you remember them differ 
from the way the lawyers have stated them, follow 
your memory; 
2. testimony that has been excluded or stricken, or 
which you have been instructed to disregard; 
3. anything you may have seen or heard when the court 
was not in session. 
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INSTRUCTION NO. 12 
In deciding the facts in this case, you may have to decide which testimony to 
believe and which testimony not to believe. You may believe everything a witness says, 
or part of it, or none of it. 
In considering the testimony of any witness, you may take into account: 
1. the opportunity and ability of the witness to see or hear or 
know the things testified to; 
2. the witness's memory; 
3. the witness's manner while testifying; 
4. the witness's interest in the outcome of the case and any bias 
or prejudice; 
5. whether other evidence contradicted the witness's testimony; 
6. the reasonableness of the witness's testimony in light of all 
the evidence; and 
7. any other factors that bear on believability. 
The weight of the evidence as to a fact does not necessarily 
depend on the number of witnesses who testify. 
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INSTRUCTION NO. 13 
The instructions on reasonable doubt and the burden of proof to be carried by the 
State of Idaho do not require the State to prove every fact and every circumstance put 
in evidence beyond a reasonable doubt. The burden of proof extends only to the 
material elements of the offense. These material elements are set forth in the following 
instruction. 
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INSTRUCTION NO. 13-A 
In order for the defendant to be guilty of Possession of a Controlled Substance, 
the state must prove each of the following: 
1. On or about January 31, 2007 
2. in the state of Idaho 
3. the defendant HUNVERTO PASQUINAL ORTIZ a.k.a. HUNVERTO 
PASQUINAC ORTIZ, possessed methamphetamine/amphetamine, and 
4. the defendant knew it was methamphetamine/amphetamine. 
If any of the above has not been proven beyond a reasonable doubt, then you 
must find defendant not guilty. If each of the above has been proven beyond a 
reasonable doubt, then you must find the defendant guilty. 
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INSTRUCTION NO. 13-B 
Under Idaho law, Methamphetamine/amphetamine is a controlled substance. 
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INSTRUCTION NO. 13-C 
In every crime or public offense there must exist a union or joint operation of act 
and intent. 
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INSTRUCTION NO. 13-D 
A person has possession of something if the person knows of its presence and 
has physical control of it, or has the power and intention to control it. 
1 f; 7 
INSTRUCTION NO. 13-E 
In order for the defendant to be guilty of possession of a controlled substance, 
the State must only prove that he possessed any detectable amount of the substance. 
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INSTRUCTION NO. 13-F 
A defendant in a criminal trial has a constitutional right not to be compelled to 
testify. The decision whether to testify is left to the defendant, acting with the advice and 
assistance of the defendant's lawyer. You must not draw any inference of guilt from the 
fact that the defendant does not testify, nor should this fact be discussed by you or enter 
into your deliberations in any way. 
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INSTRUCTION NO. 14 
I have outlined for you the rules of law applicable to this case and have told you 
of some of the matters which you may consider in weighing the evidence to determine 
the facts. In a few minutes counsel will present their closing remarks to you, and then 
you will retire to the jury room for your deliberations. 
The arguments and statements of the attorneys are not evidence. If you 
remember the facts differently from the way the attorneys have stated them, you should 
base your decision on what you remember. 
The attitude and conduct of jurors at the beginning of your deliberations are 
important. It is rarely productive at the outset for you to make an emphatic expression of 
your opinion on the case or to state how you intend to vote. When you do that at the 
beginning, your sense of pride may be aroused, and you may hesitate to change your 
position even if shown that it is wrong. Remember that you are not partisans or 
advocates, but are judges. 
As jurors you have a duty to consult with one another and to deliberate before 
making your individual decisions. You may fully and fairly discuss among yourselves all 
of the evidence you have seen and heard in this courtroom about this case, together 
with the law that relates to this case as contained in these instructions. 
During your deliberations, you each have a right to re-examine your own views 
and change your opinion. You should only do so if you are convinced by fair and honest 
discussion that your original opinion was incorrect based upon the evidence the jury 
saw and heard during the trial and the law as given you in these instructions. 
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Consult with one another. Consider each other's views, and deliberate with the 
objective of reaching an agreement, if you can do so without disturbing your individual 
judgment. Each of you must decide this case for yourself; but you should do so only 
after a discussion and consideration of the case with your fellow jurors. 
However, none of you should surrender your honest opinion as to the weight or 
effect of evidence or as to the innocence or guilt of the defendant because the majority 
of the jury feels otherwise or for the purpose of returning a unanimous verdict. 
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INSTRUCTION NO. 15 
Upon retiring to the jury room, select one of your members as a presiding juror, 
who will preside over your deliberations. It will be that person's duty to see that 
discussion is orderly; that the issues submitted for your decision are fully and fairly 
discussed; and that each juror has a chance to express himself or herself upon each 
question. 
In this case, your verdict must be unanimous. When all of you have arrived at a 
verdict, the presiding juror will fill out and sign the original Verdict, and advise the bailiff 
that you have completed your deliberations. The bailiff will then return you into open 
court. The person selected as presiding juror will serve as your spokesperson for 
purposes of announcing your verdict. 
Your verdict in this case cannot be arrived at by chance, by lot, or by 
compromise. 
If, after considering all of the instructions in their entirety, and after having fully 
discussed the evidence before you, the jury determines that it is necessary to 
communicate with me, you may send a note by the bailiff. You are not to reveal to me or 
anyone else how the jury stands until you have reached a verdict or unless you are 
instructed by me to do so. 
A Verdict form suitable to any conclusion you may reach will be submitted to you 
with these instructions. 
172 
DJSTRICT COURT 
, Fl!tfl Jpd;cial Di.strict 
County Oi Twin FaHs. Stafo,·of Idaho 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TWIN FALLS 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff, 
v. 












Case No. CR-07-0977 
VERDICT 
We, the Jury, unanimously find the defendant HUNVERTO PASQUINAL ORTIZ 
a.k.a. HUNVERTO PASQUINAC ORTIZ: 
___ NOT GUil TY 
X GUILTY 
of the crime of Possession of a controlled Substance. 
Dated this / - 3b ··· · day of January, 2008. 
i) ~1//;,,<J ~ 1/Af,t. 0 
Presiding Juror 
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Case No. CR 07-977 
(9:07) The plaintiff appeared through Stan Holloway; the defendant appeared in person and with his 
counsel, Tim Williams. The Court made introductions and the panel was sworn. The panel was 
selected by number and seated by number. The Court began voir dire. (9:33) Mr. Holloway began 
voir dire. Mr. Stosich was excused for cause. Skylar Stark was selected next in line. (10:13) Mr. 
Holloway passed the panel for cause. The Court admonished the prospective jurors and court 
recessed. 
(10:33) Court reconvened. Counsel stipulated that all parties were present and in their proper 
places. Mr. Williams began voir dire. (10:46) Mr. Williams passed the panel for cause. Peremptory 
challenges were as follows: 
First peremptory challenge, state excused Timothy Y enne and defense excused Brian Stonemetz. 
Second peremptory challenge, State excused Gloria Vela and defense excused Jacqueline 
Chambers. Third peremptory challenge, state excused E. Lee Hurst and defense excused Debra 
Thompson. Fourth peremptory challenge, state excused Billy Lane and defense excused Jeffery 
Fink Fifth peremptory challenge, state passed and defense excused Joyce Rice. Sixth peremptory 
challenge, state passed and Thelda Todd was excused. The panel was seated as follows: 
James Barnum, Bonnie Blad, Skylar Stark, Adrienne Spiers, Gary Bourn and Dennis Slane. 
Leanne Montgomery, Terry Underwood, Robert Hinton, Todd Harvey, Nicole Keyes and Heather 
Hopkins. 
(11 :06) The panel was seated as follows and they were sworn. The jurors were admonished and 
Court recessed. 
(11 :20) Court reconvened. Court questioned counsel regarding proposed jury instructions. The jury 
COURT MINUTES - 1 
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was returned to the courtroom and counsel stipulated that all parties were present and in their 
proper places. The Court read the instructions to the jurors. (11 :34) Opening statement by Mr. 
Holloway. (11 :46) Opening statement by Mr. Williams. The jurors were admonished and Court 
recessed. 
(I: 18) Court reconvened. Counsel stipulated that all parties were present and in their proper places. 
The State called Ron McKinlay and he was sworn. Mr. Holloway examined the witness. State's 
exhibit#! (sealed bag with manila envelope) was marked for identification. State's exhibit #2 (pipe 
in sealed plastic) was marked for identification. (1:34) Mr. Williams cross-examined the witness. 
The jury asked questions of the witness. (I :40) The State called Jay Wiggins and he was sworn. Mr. 
Holloway examined the witness. State's exhibit #3 (photograph of car) and Exhibit 4 (photograph 
of controlled substance on floor of car) were marked for identification. Exhibit #3 and #4 were 
admitted. State's exhibit #2 was admitted. (2:14) Mr. Williams cross-examined the witness. (2;32) 
Mr. Holloway examined the witness on re-direct examination. (2:36) Mr. Williams questioned the 
witness on re-cross exan1ination. The jury asked questions of the witness. (2:43) Mr. Williams 
asked further questions of the witness. The jury was admonished and court recessed. 
(3 :00) Court reconvened. The jury was brought in and counsel stipulated that all parties were 
present and in their proper places. The State called Rachel Cutler and she was sworn. Mr. Holloway 
examined the witness. State's exhibit #1 was admitted. (3:19) Mr. Williams cross-examined the 
witness. The jury offered questions to the witness. (3:27) Mr. Holloway questioned the witness on 
re-direct examination. (3:29) The State called Morgan Case and he was sworn. Mr. Holloway 
examined the witness. (4:00) Mr. Williams cross-examined the witness. (4:14) Mr. Holloway 
questioned the witness on re-direct examination. ( 4:20) Mr. Williams questioned the witness on re-
cross examination. The jury was admonished and court recessed. 
( 4:30) Court reconvened. Court admonished the jurors and court recessed. 
February 30, 2008 (9:05) Court reconvened. Counsel stipulated that all parties were present and in 
their proper places. The State called Ken Mencl and he was sworn and was examined by Mr. 
Holloway. The jury was removed. Mr. Williams stated objections to the testimony. Mr. Holloway 
responded. Rebuttal by Mr. Williams. (9:;33) Jury returned to the courtroom. Mr. Holloway 
resumed examination of Mr. Mencl. (9:40) Mr. Williams cross-examined the witness. (9:44) Mr. 
Holloway questioned the witness on re-direct examination. (9:47) Mr. William questioned the 
witness on re-recross examination. Defendant's exhibit A (document) marked for identification. 
The jmy asked questions of the witness. (9:51) Further questions were asked of the witness by Mr. 
Holloway. (9:52) Mr. Williams questioned the witness. The State rested. The jury was admonished 
and court recessed. 
(10:15) Court reconvened. Mr. Holloway made comments. Court recessed. 
(10:26) Court reconvened. Court and counsel discussed jury instructions. Court recessed. 
(10:55) Court reconvened. Court discussed jury instructions with the parties. The jury was brought 
COURT MINUTES - 2 
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in. Counsel stipulated that all parties are present and in their proper places. Defense rested. The 
Court read the instructions to the jury. ( 11: 10) Closing argument by Mr. Holloway. ( 11 :31) Closing 
by Mr. Williams. (11 :55) Rebuttal argument by Mr. Holloway. The bailiffs were sworn and the jury 
was retired for deliberation. 
(1:20) Court reconvened. Counsel stipulated that all parties were present and in their proper places. 
The verdict was read finding the defendant guilty to the charge of Possession of a Controlled 
Substance. The jury was removed. The Court inquired of the defendant regarding part two of the 
Information. The defendant was sworn and entered a plea of guilty to the enhancement. 
(1 :28) The jury was returned to the courtroom and the Court advised the panel of the second part of 
the information and the final instruction was read. The jurors were excused. The Court ordered a 
pre-sentence investigation and a controlled substance evaluation was ordered. Court recessed. 
(Exhibits in envelope in file) 
'2. f2>,( ll'\ 0o'- rVO'fY\ 
t t, a 
COURT MINUTES - 3 
l 7 rs 
DISTFHCT COURT 
Fifth Judicial District 
County of Twin Falis· Sta1,v-of Idaho 
1 A•! ·3 fl ')H•',Q I: 3.o 
.., I~ v c\llKl /d2,. /A. 
!ly k G!Grk 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, 
IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TWIN FALLS 
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NOTICE OF SENTENCING HEARING AND 
ORDER REGARDING PREPARATION FOR 
SENTENCING HEARING 












CUSTODY STATUS: Oy,7.;;~f:Cll?1VP>ly,-_ J.,,L 
CHARGE: !-lossesJ Co !J.7fii}G 4 7 2[fkf/.>ftl~ 
Based upon the above-named defendant having bee~ found guilty; D pied guilty, notice is 
hereby, given that the_?f$fce!'..'.'.~tled matter is scheduled for a Sentencing hearing before the 
Honorable G,.RiGRa.G--~an, District Judge, at the Theron Ward Judicial Building, Twin Falls, Idaho, to 
begin at JI,:()(} -fJ .m. on the ::i'I day of ~ , d(!)O;f 
IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that the Defendant must complete the following requirements marked 





Meet with the court pre-sentence investigative reporter and aid in the preparation of a 
pre-sentence investigative report. 
Alcohol Evaluation. bf/»1 . 
Controlled Substance Evaluation. A-T · ) 
Psychological Evaluation. 
Psychosexual Evaluation. 
Other: ___________________________ _ 
Appointments with the evaluators must be made immediately upon leaving the courtroom today. 
The final report( s) must be delivered to the Court and opposing counsel at least one ( 1) working day before 
sentencing. These evaluations must be performed by persons approved by the Court or who meet the 
requirements as set forth in the Idaho Code or applicable court rules. 
IT IS SO ORDERED THIS -~j_O __ day of _ __:\)l::__:_a_J1_U.£1.._;,f---- -=o-'-00=--J-
Hand delivered: D Prosecutor-yellow D Defense counsel-pink D P&P--gold 
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Williams Law Office Chtd. 
Tim J. Williams/ISB #3910 
PO Box 282 
401 Gooding Street N, Suite 101 
Twin Falls, ID 83303-0282 
208-736-0699 
Attorney for the Defendant 
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____ DEPUTY 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE STATE 
OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TWIN FALLS 
* * * * * 
STATE OF IDAHO, ) 
) Case No.: CR-07-977 
Plaintiff, ) 
) 
V. ) MOTION FOR NEW TRIAL 
) 
HUMBERTO PASQUINAL ORTIZ, J ) 
) 
Defendant, ) _______________ ) 
COMES NOW Defendant, and hereby moves for a New Trial based upon the fact that it has been 
discovered that Tim J. Williams has had his vehicle worked on at the shop next door to the 
residence that was discussed as being Kenny Bushnell's during testimony. This was brought to 
Defendant and counsel's attention after the trial. 
DATED this _l0_day of March, 2008. 
..... 
MOTION FOR NEW TRIAL - 1 
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CERTIFICATE OF DELIVERY 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on the Jil day of March, 2008, I caused a true and correct copy 
of the foregoing to be delivered via hand delivery, by placing the same in the box located at the 
Twin Falls County Courthouse, addressed to: 
Grant Loebs [ x ] Court Box 
Twin Falls County Prosecuting Attorney 
Or Tim J. Williams 
MOTION FOR NEW TRIAL - 2 
179 
GRANT P. LOEBS 
Prosecuting Attorney 
for Twin Falls County 
P.O. Box 126 
Twin Falls, ID 83303 
Phone: (208) 736-4020 
Fax: (208) 736-4120 
Ur~>Tf{lC r COUHT 
i \\! ll'\ F,\L.LS CO., lDI\HO 
;-:·:L.E:D 
2000 MAR I 2 f\M 11 : I 8 
BY ""\ ---~CLERK 
____ DEPUTY 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE STATE 
OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TWIN FALLS 






HUMBERTO PASQUINAL ORTIZ,) 
) 
Defendant. ) 
Case No. CR 07 - 977 
OBJECTION TO MOTION 
FOR NEW TRIAL 
COMES NOW the Twin Falls County Prosecuting Attorney's Office by and through its 
Attorney of Record, Stanley Holloway, Deputy Prosecuting Attorney, and hereby objects to 
Defendant's motion for new trial for the following reasons: 
The seven grounds for which a defendant may apply to the Comi for a new trial are set 
fmih in Idaho Code§ I 9-2406. The reason set forth in Defendant's motion for new trial does not 
indicate upon which ground Defendant is relying on as a basis for a new trial. A fair reading of 
OBJECTION TO MOTION 
FOR NEW TRIAL - 1 O\~\G\NAL 
Defendant's motion also does not indicate upon which ground Defendant is relying on as a basis 
for a new trial. As to the first six grounds for new trial set forth in Idaho Code § 19-2406, a 
motion based on those grounds are required to be brought within fourteen (14) days after a 
verdict pursuant to Idaho Criminal Rule 34. Since the verdict in this case was rendered on 
January 30, 2008, defendant's motion for new trial dated March 10, 2008 is untimely. As to 
Idaho Code § 19-2406(7), the seventh ground for new trial, referring to newly discovered 
evidence, Defendant's motion does not indicate that "evidence" which would be relevant or 
material has been newly discovered. In any event, even if the reason set forth in the motion is 
relevant or material "evidence", that fact should or would have been readily available or known 
to Defendant's counsel, thus with reasonable diligence, those facts could have been discovered 
and produced at trial. 
DATED this JL,__ day of March, 2008. 
OBJECTION TO MOTION 




1 Q 1 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I hereby certify that on the 1)__ day of March, 2008, I served a copy of the foregoing 
OBJECTION TO MOTION FOR NEW TRIAL thereof into the mail slot for Timothy J. 
Williams located at the District Court Services Office and for delivery on the regular delivery 






TWIN FALLS CO. IDl'JIO 
FILED 
Twin Falls County 
Court Compliance Progress Report 2006 HAR 27 AM 10: 36 
Name: HUNVERTO PASQUINAL ORTIZ 
Case#: CR07-0977 
Hearing Date: 03/31/2008 
Judge Randy J. Stoker 
Prosecutor, Grant Loebs 
Defense Attorney, Timothy J. Williams 
Time on program: 02/01/2007 
Appointments on time: No 
Appointments missed: Yes 
Scheduled U.A. 's missed: Yes 
Breathalyzer Testing Violations: No 
Drug Testing Violations: Yes 
Electronic Monitoring Violations: No 
Court Compliance Program Fees Up to Date: Yes 
Dat~yhlruJ;h.2}:08 CLERI,. 
__ __i~.;._-DEP\JTY 
Fees still owing $0: This does not include any payments made prior to sentencing, and 
request the Defendant be ordered to reimburse Court Compliance said amount. 
COMMENTS: After reviewing the file, the Defendant tested positive for Methamphetamines on 
02/07/07, 02/16/07, 02/22/07, and 03/22/07. The Defendant failed to keep in contact with the 
Court Compliance Officer from 02/23/07 to 03/22/07. On 04/19/07 an Affidavit was filed against 
the Defendant. 
On 06/18/07, the Defendant resumed Court Compliance. On 07/02/07, 07/0.5/07 the Defendant 
tested positive for Methamphetamines. On 07/23/07, the Defenda~t missed a~pheduled 
appointment with the Court Compliance Officer. On 07/30/07, the.Defen_~antt~~ted positive for 
Methamphetamines. On 08/02/07, a second Affidavit was filed. aga_ .• inst tlj.a:Qe(~ll_.d __ · ant. L 
c::7 ,)., '~ 
_61 ),~~'BftrRif~rt/ 
COURT COMPLIANCE OFFICER 
ORIGINAL 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I hereby certify that on thea21_ day of iYbvcl, , 20~, I caused to be 
served a true and correct copy of the foregoing, by the method indicated below, 
and addressed to the following: 
Defendant 
Li, ,1~ .,_,_~ ~,, C)u .(-:, ·\::· 
Defense Counsel 




( ) U.S. Mail 
( ) Hand delivered 
( ) Faxed 
( ) LJ.S. Mail 
(-(Hand delivered 
( ) Faxed 
( ) Court Folder 
( ) U.S. Mail 
(---Yf=iand delivered 
( ) Faxed 
( ) Court Folder 
( ) U.S. Mail 
( ) Hand delivered 
( ) Faxed 
( ) Court Folder 
Court Compliance Officer 
GRANT P. LOEBS 
Prosecuting Attorney 
Mf.\R -31 2.tl06 ..;•,ooPIA, 
for Twin Falls County 
P.O. Box 126 
Twin Falls, ID 83303 
Phone: (208) 736-4020 
Fax: (208) 736-4120 
... -------c1 rE By---···--··-··-·- e 
_..---_..-~-· - --~~Clerk 
IN THE DISTRlCT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE STATE 
OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TWIN FALLS 






HUNVERTO PASQUINAL ORTIZ, ) 
a.lea. HUNVERTO PASQUINAC ORTIZ, ) 
Defendant. ) 
Case No. CR 07-977 
ORDER OF RESTITUTION 
IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that HUNVERTO PASQUIN AL ORTIZ a.le.a. HUNVERTO 
PASQUINAC ORTIZ, pay restitution totaling $1,885.00 to the victims/entities following this 
paragraph. 
Idaho State Police 
Drug Restitution Account 
P.O. Box 700 
Meridian, ID 83680-0700 
Order of Restitution - I 
$100.00 
185 
Twin Falls County Prosecutor's Office 
P.O. Box 126 
Twin Falls, ID 83303-0126 
$1,785.00 
That such payments be monitored by said Probation and Parole Officer through the 
Probation and Parole Office, and paid to the Clerk of the Court, P.O. Box 126, Twin Falls, Idaho, 
83303. 
All restitution to be paid on a payment schedule as set forth by the Department of 
Probation and Parole. 
Additionally, pursuant to Idaho Code§ 19-5305, after forty-two (42) days from the entry of 
an Order of Restitution or at the conclusion ofa hearing to reconsider an Order of Restitution, 
whichever occurs later, an Order of Restitution may be recorded as a judgment and the victim may 
execute as provided by law for civil judgments. 
DATED this~ day of ~ , 2008 . 
.....--
Order of Restitution - 2 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I hereby certify that on the~ day of ~ 
foregoing ORDER OF RESTITUTION thereof to the following: 
2008, I served a copy of the 
Suzanne E. Craig [/] Court Folder 
Chief Deputy Prosecuting Attorney 
Timothy J. Williams 
Attorney for Defendant 
Probation and Parole-District V 
Central Records 
IDOC 
PO Box 83720 
Boise ID 83720-0018 
Order of Restitution - 3 
VJ Court Folder 
[/] Court Folder 




IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR TWIN FALLS COUNTY DISTRICT CO\JRT 
Filth Judicia1 District 
Judge: Randy J. Stoker 
Clerk: Dorothy McMullen 
Reporter: Sabrina Torres 





H1rnYtUD Pas~1dord or+;,2- \ 
Defendant ) 
State: :;Jfo,,v l/-o!lozJ~ 
Defense : d,o/lJ/!>J &~,,,J 
Custody Status ( of 
J,,lo Ir&-,,, la i- ;J euJ th·4,( 
Hearing: ;5;.uy/Mzti~ 
County of Twin Fr,d\s - State oY Idaho 
Courtroom # Z 3 1 ?0()8 
----- Cler"k 
I , 
\ Deputy Clerk 
Court Minutes 
Case No. CR OJ~C/77 
TIME: //:,cNJ 
d1:, 00 P.Aj., 
Other: 
Defendant ( vf 
Name verified ( ) Public Defender Appointed/Confirmed ( ) Rights given ( ) 
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D)STRICT COURT 
Fifth Jvdicial District 
County of Twin Falls • State of Jdaho 
APR -3 2008 
By __ -------'-- l_!i;_3o AM , 
fl Clerk 
------"L--".so-.p-uty~Clerk 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TWIN FALLS 
State of Idaho, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 




Case No. CR-2007-977 
JUDGMENT OF CONVICTION 
UPON A PLEA OF GUILTY TO ONE FELONY COUNT, AND ORDER OF RETAINED 
JURISDICTION, I.C. § 19-2601(4), I.C.R. 33(b), AND ORDER OF COMMITMENT. 
I. APPEARANCES. 
1. The date of sentencing was 3/31/08, (hereinafter called sentencing date). 
2. The State of Idaho was represented by counsel, Stan Holloway, of the Twin Falls 
County Prosecutor's office. 
3. The defendant, Humberto Pasquinal Ortiz, appeared personally. I.C. § 19-2503. 
4. The defendant was represented by counsel, Timothy Williams. 
5. Randy J. Stoker, District Judge, presiding. 
II. ARRAIGNMENT FOR SENTENCING; I.C. § 19-2510, I.C.R. 33. 
1. Arraignment: The defendant, Humberto Pasquinal Ortiz, was informed by the 
Court at the time of the sentencing of the nature of charge and the defendant's 
plea, which in this case was: 
NOTICE OF ORDER 189 
Crime of: Possession of a Controlled Substance, to-wit: Methamphetamine, a 
felony; second offense enhancement. 
Maximum Penalty: Court costs, restitution, up to 14 years imprisonment, up to 
$30,000 fine, or both such fine and imprisonment, and substance abuse 
treatment can be ordered at the defendant's expense. 
Idaho Code Section(s): 37-2732(c)(1), 37-2707(d), 37-27398 (second offense 
enhancement). 
Guilty by Jury Verdict -- date of: 1/30/08. 
2. Grounds for Not Entering Judgment (I.C. §§ 19-2510, 19-2511): The Court 
inquired whether the defendant had any legal cause why judgment should not be 
pronounced against the defendant, and the defendant, through counsel, 
responded "No." 
Ill. SENTENCING DATE PROCEEDINGS. 
At sentencing, the Court proceeded as follows: 
1. Determined that more than two (2) days had elapsed from the plea to the date of 
sentencing. I. C. § 19-2501, I. C.R. 33(a)(1 ). 
2. Discussed the presentence report and relevant matters with the parties pursuant 
to I.C. § 20-220 and I.C.R. Rule 32. 
3. Determined victim's rights and restitution issues pursuant to I.C. § 19-5301 and 
Article 1, § 22 of the Idaho Constitution. 
4. Offered an aggravation and/or mitigation hearing to both parties, including the 
right to present evidence pursuant to I.C.R. 33(a)(1). 
5. Heard comments and sentencing recommendations of both counsel and asked 
the defendant personally if the defendant wished to make a statement and/or to 
present any information in mitigation of punishment. I.C.R. 33(a)(1). 
6. The Court made its comments pursuant to I.C. § 19-2512, and discussed one or 
more of the criteria set forth in I.C. § 19-2521. 
IV. THE SENTENCE. 
IT IS HEREBY ORDERED, ADJUDGED, AND DECREED, as follows: 
1. Court Costs: The defendant shall pay court costs in the sum of $57.50. 
NOTICE OF ORDER 







Victim's Crime Fund: The defendant is ordered to pay $50 to the Victim's Crime 
Fund. 
Fine: The defendant is fined the sum of $2,500, and the defendant shall pay all 
costs, fees and fines ordered by this Court. This judgment that the defendant pay 
a fine and costs shall constitute a lien in like manner as a judgment for money in 
a civil action. I.C. § 19-2518, I.C. § 19-2702. 
Restitution Not Appropriate: The Court determines that this case is not 
appropriate for restitution. 
Penitentiary: The defendant, Humberto Pasquinal Ortiz, shall be committed to 
the custody of the Idaho State Board of Correction, Boise, Idaho for a unified 
sentence (I.C. § 19-2513) of 10 years; which unified sentence is comprised of a 
minimum (fixed) period of confinement of 2 years, followed by an indeterminate 
period of custody of 8 years, with the precise time of the indeterminate portion to 
be set by said Board according to law, with the total sentence not to exceed 10 
years. 
Credit for Time Served: The defendant is given credit for time previously served 
on this crime. I.C. § 18-309. 
Execution of Judgment Suspended with Retained Jurisdiction: Provided 
however, pursuant to I.C. § 19-2601 (4), the Court suspends the execution of the 
Judgment during the first one hundred and eighty (180) days of the sentence to 
the custody of the Idaho State Board of Correction, during which time the Court 
shall retain jurisdiction over the defendant. The defendant will remain committed 
to the board of correction if not affirmatively placed on probation by the Court. 
A. Department of Correction to Take the Defendant into Custody 
within Fourteen (14) Days: It is further ordered that the 
Department of Correction t,.1ke the defendant, Humberto 
Pasquinal Ortiz, into custody, for the commencement of the one 
hundred and eighty (180) day program, within fourteen (14) days 
of the date this Judgment is file stamped. 
B. Transport of Defendant at the Conclusion of Retained 
Jurisdiction Programming and/or Period: The defendant shall 
be transported back to this sentencing court for further 
proceedings under I.C. § 19-2601 (4) at either the point in time 
when the defendant's programning is completed or approximately 
fourteen (14) days before the expiration of the one hundred and 
eighty (180) day period, whichever date occurs first. 
NOTICE OF ORDER 191 
V. SURETY BOND. 
The conditions of bail given in this case having been satisfied, the bail is ordered 
exonerated. I.C.R. 46(g). 
VI. ORDER ON PRESENTENCE INVESTIGATION REPORTS. 
The parties are hereby ordered to return their respective copies of the presentence 
investigative reports to the deputy clerk of the court's custody and use of said report 
shall thereafter be governed by I.C.R. 32(h)(1), (2), ar::J (3). 
VII. ORDER OF COMMITMENT. 
It is ADJUDGED and ORDERED that the defendant b:c committed to the custody of the 
Sheriff of Twin Falls County, Idaho, for delivery forthwith to the Director of the Idaho 
State Board of Correction at the Idaho State Penitentiary, or other facility within the 
State designated by the State Board of Correction. I.C. § 20-237. 
VIII. ENTRY OF JUDGMENT- INCARCERATION - RECORD BY CLERK. 
The Court orders the Judgment and record be entered upon the minutes and that the 
record be assembled, prepared and filed by the Clerk of the Court in accordance with 
I.C. § 19-2519(a). In addition, and in accordance wiJ1 I.C. § 19-2519(b), as soon as 
possible upon the entry of Judgment of Conviction thu Clerk shall deliver to the Sheriff 
of Twin Falls County, a certified copy of the Judgrn,.rnt for delivery to the Director of 
Correction pursuant to I. C. § 20-237. 
IX. RIGHT TO APPEAL/LEAVE TO APPE/\!_ IN FORMA PAUPERIS. 
The Right: The Court advised the defendant, of the right to appeal this judgment within 
forty two (42) days of the date it is file stamped by tile clerk of the court. I. C.R. 33(a)(3), 
I.AR. 14(a). 
In Forma Pauperis: The Court further advised UH, : ;fendant of the right of a person 
who is unable to pay the costs of an appeal to ,.,:':ily for leave to appeal in forma 
pauperis, meaning the right as an indigent to proceed without liability for court costs and 
fees and the right to be represented by a court op;.cJinted attorney at no cost to the 
defendant. I.C.R. 33(a)(3), I.C. § 19-852(a)(1) and (b)(2). 
IT IS SO ORDERED. 
NOTICE OF ORDER 
Dated this iday of £>:iril 200 
Randy J :?' 
District Jud, 
1 q ? 
CERTIFICATE OF src., 'CE 
I hereby certify that on the J day of Ap, :I ;, J08, I caused to be served a true 
and correct copy of the foregoing, by the method i1 i,:c,ted below, and addressed to the 
following: 
Stan Holloway 
Twin Falls County Prosecuting Attorney 
P.O. Box 126 
Twin Falls, ID 83303 
Timothy Williams 
Williams Law Office 
P.O. Box 282 
Twin Falls, ID 83303-0282 
Idaho Department of Corrections 
Central Records 
1299 N. Orchard Ste 110 
Boise, Idaho 83706 
Twin Falls County Jail 
Idaho Department of Probation 
( ) U.S. Mail 
( ) Hand delivered 
( ) Faxed 
(v{Court Folder 
( ) U.S. Mail 
( ) Hand delivered 
( ) Faxed 
( v(Court Folder 
(V)U.S. Mail 
( ) Hand delivered 
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DISTRICT COURT 
Fifth ,J\Jdicial DisMct 
County of Twrn Fa!!s - State-of Idaho 
APR - 3 2008 
By ___ ----,,,.,,J,._ _ .:_'-f:..:,,'/;:;.j'_;::/?,f 
½ Clerk 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TWIN FALLS 
State of Idaho, 
Plaintiff, 
vs. 
Humberto Pasquinal Ortiz 
a.k.a. Hun.verto Pasquinal Ortiz 




Case No. CR-2007-977 
AMENDED JUDGMENT OF CONVICTION 
UPON A PLEA OF GUILTY TO ONE FELONY COUNT, AND ORDER OF RETAINED 
JURISDICTION, I.C. § 19-2601(4), I.C.R. 33(b), AND ORDER OF COMMITMENT. 
I. APPEARANCES. 
1. The date of sentencing was 3/31/08, (hereinafter called sentencing date). 
2. The State of Idaho was represented by counsel, Stan Holloway, of the Twin Falls 
County Prosecutor's office. 
3. The defendant, Humberto Pasquinal Ortiz, appeared personally. I.C. § 19-2503. 
4. The defendant was represented by counsel, Timothy Williams. 
5. Randy J. Stoker, District Judge, presiding. 
AMENDED JUDGMENT OF CONVICTION 
TO ONE FELONY COUNT 1 
Deputy Clerk 
194 
II. ARRAIGNMENT FOR SENTENCING; I.C. § 19-2510, I.C.R. 33. 
1. Arraignment: The defendant, Humberto Pasquinal Ortiz, was informed by the 
Court at the time of the sentencing of the nature of charge and the defendant's 
plea, which in this case was: 
Crime of: Possession of a Controlled Substance, to-wit: Methamphetamine, a 
felony; second offense enhancement. 
Maximum Penalty: Court costs, restitution, up to 14 years imprisonment, up to 
$30,000 fine, or both such fine and imprisonment, and substance abuse 
treatment can be ordered at the defendant's expense. 
Idaho Code Section(s): 37-2732(c)(1), 37-2707(d), 37-2739B (second offense 
enhancement). 
Guilty by Jury Verdict -- date of: 1/30/08. 
2. Grounds for Not Entering Judgment (I.C. §§ 19-2510, 19-2511): The Court 
inquired whether the defendant had any legal cause why judgment should not be 
pronounced against the defendant, and the defendant, through counsel, 
responded "No." 
Ill. SENTENCING DATE PROCEEDINGS. 
At sentencing, the Court proceeded as follows: 
1. Determined that more than two (2) days had elapsed from the plea to the date of 
sentencing. I.C. § 19-2501, I.C.R. 33(a)(1). 
2. Discussed the presentence report and relevant matters with the parties pursuant 
to I.C. § 20-220 and I.C.R. Rule 32. 
3. Determined victim's rights and restitution issues pursuant to I.C. § 19-5301 and 
Article 1, § 22 of the Idaho Constitution. 
4. Offered an aggravation and/or mitigation hearing to both parties, including the 
right to present evidence pursuant to I.C.R. 33(a)(1). 
5. Heard comments and sentencing recommendations of both counsel and asked 
the defendant personally if the defendant wished to make a statement and/or to 
present any information in mitigation of punishment. I.C.R. 33(a)(1). 
6. The Court made its comments pursuant to I.C. § 19-2512, and discussed one or 
more of the criteria set forth in I. C. § 19-2521. 
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IV. THE SENTENCE. 
IT IS HEREBY ORDERED, ADJUDGED, AND DECREED, as follows: 
1. Court Costs: The defendant shall pay court costs in the sum of $57.50. 
2. Victim's Crime Fund: The defendant is ordered to pay $50 to the Victim's Crime 
Fund. 
3. Fine: The defendant is fined the sum of $2,500, and the defendant shall pay all 
costs, fees and fines ordered by this Court. This judgment that the defendant pay 
a fine and costs shall constitute a lien in like manner as a judgment for money in 
a civil action. I.C. § 19-2518, I.C. § 19-2702. 
4. Restitution: The defendant shall pay $1,885 in restitution. This amount is 
payable through the Clerk of the District Court to be disbursed to the appropriate 
recipients. The restitution consists of the following amounts: 
B. State's Order of Restitution submitted at sentencing in the amount of 
$1,885. 
5. Penitentiary: The defendant, Humberto Pasquinal Ortiz, shall be committed to 
the custody of the Idaho State Board of Correction, Boise, Idaho for a unified 
sentence (I.C. § 19-2513) of 10 years; which unified sentence is comprised of a 
minimum (fixed) period of confinement of 2 years, followed by an indeterminate 
period of custody of 8 years, with the precise time of the indeterminate portion to 
be set by said Board according to law, with the total sentence not to exceed 10 
years. 
6. Credit for Time Served: The defendant is given credit for time previously served 
on this crime. I.C. § 18-309. 
7. Execution of Judgment Suspended with Retained Jurisdiction: Provided 
however, pursuant to I.C. § 19-2601(4), the Court suspends the execution of the 
Judgment during the first one hundred and eighty (180) days of the sentence to 
the custody of the Idaho State Board of Correction, during which time the Court 
shall retain jurisdiction over the defendant. The defendant will remain committed 
to the board of correction if not affirmatively placed on probation by the Court. 
A. Department of Correction to Take the Defendant into Custody 
within Fourteen (14) Days: It is further ordered that the 
Department of Correction take the defendant, Humberto 
Pasquinal Ortiz, into custody, for the commencement of the one 
hundred and eighty (180) day program, within fourteen (14) days 
of the date this Judgment is file stamped. 
B. Transport of Defendant at the Conclusion of Retained 
Jurisdiction Programming and/or Period: The defendant shall 
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proceedings under I.C. § 19-2601(4) at either the point in time 
when the defendant's programming is completed or approximately 
fourteen (14) days before the expiration of the one hundred and 
eighty (180) day period, whichever date occurs first. 
V. SURETY BOND. 
The conditions of bail given in this case having been satisfied, the bail is ordered 
exonerated. I.C.R. 46(g). 
VI. ORDER ON PRESENTENCE INVESTIGATION REPORTS. 
The parties are hereby ordered to return their respective copies of the presentence 
investigative reports to the deputy clerk of the court's custody and use of said report 
shall thereafter be governed by I.C.R. 32(h)(1), (2), and (3). 
VII. ORDER OF COMMITMENT. 
It is ADJUDGED and ORDERED that the defendant be committed to the custody of the 
Sheriff of Twin Falls County, Idaho, for delivery forthwith to the Director of the Idaho 
State Board of Correction at the Idaho State Penitentiary, or other facility within the 
State designated by the State Board of Correction. I.C. § 20-237. 
VIII. ENTRY OF JUDGMENT - INCARCERATION - RECORD BY CLERK. 
The Court orders the Judgment and record be entered upon the minutes and that the 
record be assembled, prepared and filed by the Clerk of the Court in accordance with 
I.C. § 19-2519(a). In addition, and in accordance with I.C. § 19-2519(b), as soon as 
possible upon the entry of Judgment of Conviction the Clerk shall deliver to the Sheriff 
of Twin Falls County, a certified copy of the Judgment for delivery to the Director of 
Correction pursuant to I.C. § 20-237. 
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IX. RIGHT TO APPEAL/LEAVE TO APPEAL IN FORMA PAUPERIS. 
The Right: The Court advised the defendant, of the right to appeal this judgment within 
forty two (42) days of the date it is file stamped by the clerk of the court. I.C.R. 33(a)(3), 
1.A.R. 14(a). 
In Forma Pauperis: The Court further advised the defendant of the right of a person 
who is unable to pay the costs of an appeal to apply for leave to appeal in forma 
pauperis, meaning the right as an indigent to proceed without liability for court costs and 
fees and the right to be represented by a court appointed attorney at no cost to the 
defendant. I.C.R. 33(a)(3), I.C. § 19-852(a)(1) and (b)(2). 
IT IS SO ORDERED. 
Dated this )day f April ,~-
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I hereby certify that on the __i__day of April 2008, I caused to be served a true 
and correct copy of the foregoing, by the method indicated below, and addressed to the 
following: 
Stan Holloway 
Twin Falls County Prosecuting Attorney 
P.O. Box 126 
Twin Falls, ID 83303 
Timothy Williams 
Williams Law Office 
P.O. Box 282 
Twin Falls, ID 83303-0282 
Idaho Department of Corrections 
Central Records 
1299 N. Orchard Ste 110 
Boise, Idaho 83706 
Twin Falls County Jail 
Idaho Department of Probation 
( ) U.S. Mail 
( ) Hand delivered 
( ) Faxed 
( if Court Folder 
( ) U.S. Mail 
( ) Hand delivered 
( )faxed 
(0 Court Folder 
( 0'1-).S. Mail 
( ) Hand delivered 
( ) Faxed 
( -{court Folder 
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Williams Law Office Chtd. 
Tim J. Williams/ISB #3910 
PO Box 282 
401 Gooding Street N, Suite 101 
Twin Falls, ID 83303-0282 
208-736-0699 
Attorney for the Defendant/ Appellant 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE STATE 
OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TWIN FALLS 
* * * * * 
ST ATE OF IDAHO, ) 
) Case No.: CR-07-977 
Plaintiff, ) 
) 
v. ) NOTICE OF APPEAL 
) 
HUNVERTO PASQUINAL ORTIZ, ) 
) 
Defendant, ) _______________ ) 
TO: THE ABOVE-NAMED RESPONDENT, STATE OF IDAHO, AND THE TWIN FALLS 
COUNTY PROSECUTING ATTORNEY, Grant P. Lobes, PO Box 126, Twin Falls, Idaho 83303, 
AND THE CLERl( OF THE ABOVE-ENTITLED COURT. 
NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN THAT: 
1. The above-named Appellant, HUNVERTO P ASQUINAL ORTIZ, appeals against 
the above-named Respondent to the Idaho Supreme Court from the District Court's Judgment of 
Conviction and Order of Commitment, dated March, 31, 2008. 
2. That the Appellant party has a right to appeal to the Idaho Supreme Court, and the 
judgments and/or Orders described in paragraph 1 above are appealable Orders under and pnrsuant 
to I.A.R. 1 l(c)(l). 
3. The appellant intends to assert this appeal on the grounds that Court abused its 
discretion in sentencing. The Appellant reserves the right to assert other issues on Appeal, 
including but not limited to the following: 
NOTICE OF APPEAL - ] 
?nn 
a) Why there was a change in the weight of drugs (9.17 g to 3g) 
b) What happened to the baggies. 
c) Where did the bags in evidence come from. 
d) Why were the pipes not tested. 
e) Why defendant was not tested. 
f) Where was the money for three honrs before testing the drug dog on it. 
g) Inconsistencies and lies of officers at trial. 
4. A reporter's transcript is reqnested at the expense of the Connty. The appellant requests 
the preparation of the following portions of the reporter's transcripts: The Sentencing 
on or about March 31st , 2008. 
5. The Appellant requests all documents to be included 111 the clerk's which are 
automatically included under Rule 28, I.A.R. 
6. I certify to the best of my knowledge: 
(a) That a copy of this Notice of Appeal has been served on the reporter, 
(b) That the Appellant is exempt from paying the estimated transcript fee because 
this is an Appeal of an Order in a criminal case the Appellant is an indigent 
person who is incarcerated. 
( c) That the Appellant is exempt from paying the estimated fee for the preparation 
of the record because this is an Appeal of an Order in a criminal case the 
Appellant is an indigent person who is incarcerated. 
( d) The Appellant is exempt from paying the Appellate filing fee because the 
Appellant's Appeal is a criminal Appeal. (IAR 23(a)(8)) 
( e) That service has been made upon all parties required to be served pursuant to 
Rule 20 and the attorney general of Idaho pursuant to section 67-1401(1), Idaho 
Code. 
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DATED this _____ day of _May_.2008 
CERTIFICATE OF DELIVERY 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on the _/4_ day of~ , 2008, I caused a true and correct copy 
of the foregoing to be delivered, with all charges pre-paid, via the method indicated below, 
addressed to: 
Grant Loebs 
Twin Falls County Pros Atty 
PO Box 126 
Twin Falls, ID 83303-0126 
Tim J. Williams 
Williams Law Office 
PO Box 282 
Twin Falls, ID 83303-0282 
Sabrina Torres 
PO Box 126 
Twin Falls, ID. 83301 
Attorney General 
Criminal Division 
PO Box 83720 
Boise, ID. 83720-0010 
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[ x ] Hand Deliver 
Court Box 
[ x ] Hand Delivered 
Court Box 
[ x ] Hand Delivered 
Court Box 
[ x ] US Mail 
Ti~ 
OISTf!iCT COU!?T 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE1' 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUN'I'?'{)F TWI~Ti PUTY 











CASE NO. CR 07-977 
Plaintiff/Respondent, 
vs. 
HUMBERTO PASQUINAL ORTIZ, 
Defendant/ Appellant. 
NOTICE AND ORDER 
APPOINTING ST ATE 
APPELLATE PUBLIC 
DEFENDER IN DIRECT 
APPEAL 
TO: The Office of the Idaho State Appellate Public Defender: 
The above named Defendant/appellant has filed a notice of appeal on May 6, 
2008, and has moved the Court for appointment of an appellate public defender in direct 
appeal of the Honorable Randy Stoker, District Judge, Twin Falls County. 
This Court being satisfied that said defendant-appellant is a needy person entitled 
to the services of the State Appellate Public Defender per §19-863A, Idaho Code. 
IT IS HEREBY ORDERED, that you are appointed to represent the plaintiff-
appellant in all matters as indicated herein, or until relieved by further order of the court. 
IT IS HEREBY ORDERED, pursuant to I.A.R. Rule 1, the parties, the Clerk of 
the court and the Conrt Reporter, shall follow the established Idaho Appellate Rules in the 
preparation of this appeal record. 
IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the State Appellate Public Defender's Office is 
provided the following information by the Court: 
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1) The plaintiff is in the custody of the Idaho State Board of Corrections. 
2) Plaintiff is currently being processed through Boise. 
3) A copy of the Notice of Appeal or Application. 
4) A copy of the Register of Actions in this matter. 
IT IS SO ORDERED, 
DATED this 8° day of May, 2008. 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that I have this K day of May, 2008, served a true 
and correct copy of the Notice and Order Appointing State Appellate in Direct Appeal 
by placing a copy in the United States mail, addressed to: 
Molly Huskey 
State Appellate Public Defender 
3647 Lake Harbor Lane 
Boise, Idaho 83703 
Tim Williams 
Williams Law Office 
P. 0. Box 282 
410 Gooding Street N. , Suite 101 
Twin Falls, ID 83303-0282 
Idaho Supreme Court 
Attn: Appeals 
451 W. State St. 
Boise, Idaho 83720 
Lawrence Wasden 
Attorney General 
P. 0. Box 83720 
Boise, ID 83720 
Attn: Criminal Appellate Unit 
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IN THE DISTRJCT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRJCT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TWIN FALLS 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff/Respondent, 
vs. 









SUPREME COURT NO. 35278 
DISTRJCT COURT NO. CR 07-977 
CLERK'S CERTIFICATE 
___ D_e_fi_en_d_a_nt_/ A_p~pcce~ll-"'an=t,.__, ______ ) 
I, KRISTINA GLASCOCK, Clerk of the District Court of the Fifth Judicial 
District of the State of Idaho, in and for the County of Twin Falls, do hereby certify that the 
foregoing CLERK'S RECORD on Appeal in this cause was compiled and bound under my 
direction and is a trne, correct and complete Record of the pleadings and documents requested by 
Appellate Rule 28. 
I do further certify that all exhibits, offered or admitted in the above-entitled 
cause, will be duly lodged with the Clerk of the Supreme Court. 
WHEREOF, I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the seal of tl1e said Court 
this 2nd day of June, 2008. 
CLERK'S CERTIFICATE 
KRISTINA GLASCOCK 
Clerk of the District Court 
b:::~ 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TWIN FALLS 










HUNVERTO PASQUINAL ORTIZ, 
SUPREME COURT NO. 35278 
DISTRICT COURT NO. CR 07-977 
CERTIFICATE OF EXHIBITS 
___ D=e£"'en=d:c:a:::::nt"'/ A:..:cp"-'p'--'e=l!c::an:.::t,_, ____ ) 
I, KRISTINA GLASCOCK, Clerk of the District Court of the Fifth Judicial District of 
the State ofldaho, in and for the County of Twin Falls, do hereby certify: 
That the following is a list of exhibits to the record that have been filed during the 
course of this case. 
Pre Sentence Investigation Report (Confidential), Filed March 26, 2008 
State's Exhibit 1 (Forensic Report) Admitted May 18, 2007 
Taped Transcript of Preliminary Hearing, Filed July 24, 2007 
In WITNESS WHEREOF, I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the seal of the said 
Court this 2nd day of June, 2008. 
CERTIFICATE OF EXHIBITS - 1 
KRISTINA GLASCOCK 
Clerk of the District Court 
~~~ 
Deputy Clerk 
IN THE DISTR1CT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRJCT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TWIN FALLS 
STATE OF IDAHO, 
Plaintiff/Respondent, 
vs. 









SUPREME COURT NO. 35278 
DISTRlCT COURT NO. CR 07-977 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
___ D_efi_e1_1d_an_t_/ A_p~p_e_Il_an_t~, _____ .) 
I, KRISTINA GLASCOCK, Clerk of the District Court of the Fifth Judicial District of 
the State of Idaho, in and for the County of Twin Falls, do hereby certify that I have 
personally served or mailed, by United States Mail, one copy of the CLERK'S RECORD and 
REPORTER'S TRANSCR1PT to each of the Attorneys of Record in this cause as follows: 
MOLLY HUSKEY 
State Public Defender 
3647 Lake Harbor Lane 
Boise, Idaho 83703 
ATTORNEY FOR APPELLANT 
LAWRENCE WASDEN 
Attorney General 
Statehouse Mail Room 210 
P.O. Box 83720 
Boise, Idaho 83720-0010 
ATTORNEY FOR RESPONDENT 
IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the seal of said this 2nd 
day of June, 2008. 
KRlSTINA GLASCOCK 
Clerk of the District Court 
~a~r!~ 
7pmi'tlerk 
208 
